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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marie Keefe
355 W Linden Ave
Burbank, CA 91506-3319
(818) 842-9233
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Pitts
1518 Christopher Way
Sacramento, CA 95819-4531
(916) 599-4329
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Suchecki
6024 Buckingham Pkwy Unit 21
Culver City, CA 90230-6828
(310) 337-0030
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Allen
34715 Twilight Way
Shingletown, CA 96088-9528
(530) 474-1669
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathleen Caffrey
883 Sonoma Ave Rear
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-4714
(707) 528-0887
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Porfido
3444 Tupelo Dr
Walnut Creek, CA 94598-2739
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Calderwood
PO Box 2244
Murphys, CA 95247-2244
(209) 728-1250
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Gomel
4321 52nd St Apt 321
San Diego, CA 92115-8704
(619) 578-2558
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Lac Megantic, Lynchburg and San Luis Obispo or Santa Maria--what do
they all have in common?  Tar sands, tragedy and
be-careful-what-you-wish-for.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Claassen
34615 Powerhouse Rd
Auberry, CA 93602-9608
(559) 855-5500
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank colletto
4207 Gertrude St
Simi Valley, CA 93063-2927



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Molly LaiMolly LaiMolly LaiMolly Lai         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:10 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Molly LaiPlease respond to Molly LaiPlease respond to Molly LaiPlease respond to Molly Lai

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Molly Lai
334 Barcelona Dr
Millbrae, CA 94030-1313
(650) 989-8307
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. U C Burton
171 Pier Ave # 207
Santa Monica, CA 90405-5311
(310) 916-9557
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Bishop
228 N 6th St
San Jose, CA 95112-5426
(408) 421-8250
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Fairchild
PO Box 1193
Inverness, CA 94937-1193



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
David FoulgerDavid FoulgerDavid FoulgerDavid Foulger         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:10 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to David FoulgerPlease respond to David FoulgerPlease respond to David FoulgerPlease respond to David Foulger

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Foulger
15374 Apache Rd
Apple Valley, CA 92307-3200
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jenny Blair
43691 Avenida Alicante
Palm Desert, CA 92211-8246
(760) 610-2033
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sheri Hill
2412 Locust St
Santa Maria, CA 93458-9015
(650) 654-9921
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Hathaway
5107 Passons Blvd Apt 313
Pico Rivera, CA 90660-2842
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Victor Carmichael
5005 Palmetto Ave
Pacifica, CA 94044-1052
(650) 991-7349
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gaile Carr
1821 Eddy Dr
Mount Shasta, CA 96067-9617
(530) 926-4923
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Toni Littlejohn
PO Box 276
Point Reyes Station, CA 94956-0276
(415) 663-1313
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tiffany Story
PO Box 1253
Summerland, CA 93067-1253
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Geoffrey Stradling
4644 White Oak Pl
Encino, CA 91316-4335
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Craig Volpe
662 Moraga Way
Orinda, CA 94563-4243
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant
and unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Rose
6813 Silkberry Ln
Goleta, CA 93117-5518
(805) 685-4344
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Sandra Rose
5566 Hillsdale Blvd
Sacramento, CA 95842-3355
(916) 601-6927
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

We do not want dirty oil shipments going through California.  Oil
companies seem to own our politicians and this is morally wrong.  Lets
get strong and not allow more possible disasters and pollution in
California.

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in



Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carole Ehrhardt
PO Box 243
Pebble Beach, CA 93953-0243
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Heinrich
21620 Bald Hill Rd
Fort Bragg, CA 95437-8110
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Annie Stenzel
1642 Butte St
Richmond, CA 94804-5214
(510) 525-7922
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Steponaitis
910 Geary St Apt 20
San Francisco, CA 94109-9000
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ruth Valderama
PO Box 2142
Aptos, CA 95001-2142
(831) 662-0000



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Gavin GamboaGavin GamboaGavin GamboaGavin Gamboa         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:10 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Gavin GamboaPlease respond to Gavin GamboaPlease respond to Gavin GamboaPlease respond to Gavin Gamboa

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gavin Gamboa
12926 Addison St
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-2216
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rob And Linda Seltzer
18408 Clifftop Way
Malibu, CA 90265-5630
(310) 752-6021
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Karl Schmitt
8 Rockrose Ct
Napa, CA 94558-6600
(773) 213-8025
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joe Weis
1551 W Flora Ave
Reedley, CA 93654-2742
(559) 743-7007
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeanne France
PO Box 219
Whitmore, CA 96096-0219
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Blake
6985 Saint Helena Rd
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-9696
(707) 538-9743
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Anthony Lopez
1745 Calle Poniente
Santa Barbara, CA 93101-4965
(805) 563-4410
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brad Meikle
60 Hillside Ave
Mill Valley, CA 94941-1105
(415) 609-4005
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lauren R & Gary E Ranz
224 Happy Hollow Ct
Lafayette, CA 94549-6243
(925) 274-9059
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Yefim Maizel
5025 Diamond Heights Blvd
San Francisco, CA 94131-1621
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ron Weinberg
14445 San Feliciano Dr
La Mirada, CA 90638-4341
(555) 555-5555
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Don & Marian Callahan
498 Murray Dr
El Cajon, CA 92020-4117
(619) 447-4258
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Oviatt
2514 Fair Oaks Blvd Apt 185
Sacramento, CA 95825-7658
(530) 798-1133
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jamie Peters
1385 Tourmaline St
San Diego, CA 92109-1916
(858) 337-4499
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Lawrence
410 44th Ave Apt 203
San Francisco, CA 94121-1404
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. R Chris Stune
61135 Esparta Ave
Whitewater, CA 92282-2713
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Rivas
21500 Lassen St
Chatsworth, CA 91311-4136
(818) 773-7446
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dorothy Whitmore
1860 Via Pacifica Apt 2213
Aptos, CA 95003-5877
(831) 708-2464
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Schlitz
1596 Molitor Rd
Belmont, CA 94002-3714
(650) 245-0646
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rose Cordova
3527 Capriole Rd
Riverside, CA 92503-4917
(951) 689-7906
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Angeli
11 Sheila Ct
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-4631
(925) 566-4843
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roger Potash
440 Sand Hill Cir
Menlo Park, CA 94025-7107
(650) 854-1098
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Betty Winholtz
405 Acacia St
Morro Bay, CA 93442-2703
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank colletto
4207 Gertrude St
Simi Valley, CA 93063-2927
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Kathy Stiles
215 Castillo St Apt 12
Santa Barbara, CA 93101-3872
(805) 687-6466
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Heidi Nurse
6249 Cole Ave
Carmichael, CA 95608-4512
(916) 743-3159
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryl Parkins
4285 Gilbert St
Oakland, CA 94611-5115
(510) 653-1456
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sherry And George Davis
2310 Honey Springs Rd
Jamul, CA 91935-5002
(619) 468-3427
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michael And Audrey Kapitan
4 Quixote Ct
Santa Rosa, CA 95409-4311
(323) 254-9269
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Daniela Phayvanh
740 Coleman Ct
San Diego, CA 92154-2520
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

Nothing should get done unless it is 1000 per cent safe , verified by
outside safety specialists, then bonded and insured .

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Shahrokh Mirjahangir
21661 Brookhurst St Apt 26
Huntington Beach, CA 92646-8104
(714) 975-6489
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Wayman
2721 Highland Ave Apt B
National City, CA 91950-7464
(619) 434-6110
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tara Aarons
5839 Green Valley Cir
Culver City, CA 90230-6937
(310) 642-2721
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marie O'Rourke
124 Csm Dr
San Mateo, CA 94402-3601
(650) 345-8163
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ferdinand Brislawn
8 Fairview Ave
Piedmont, CA 94610-1016
(510) 658-6064
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Barnes
16020 Kings Creek Rd
Boulder Creek, CA 95006-9639
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cary Fischer
174 Guerrero St
San Francisco, CA 94103-1073
(510) 331-0506
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maeve Murphy
155 Canal St Apt 17
San Rafael, CA 94901-4347
(415) 785-7468
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Behr
11473 Chandler Blvd Apt 4
North Hollywood, CA 91601-2629



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Steven CollinsonSteven CollinsonSteven CollinsonSteven Collinson         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:10 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Steven CollinsonPlease respond to Steven CollinsonPlease respond to Steven CollinsonPlease respond to Steven Collinson

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Collinson
761 Tehama St
Apt 6
San Francisco, CA 94103-3869
(415) 863-6015
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nancy Fetterman
29115 Loma Prieta Way
Los Gatos, CA 95033-8110
(408) 353-3882
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Aaron Senegal
1313 Mariposa St
Richmond, CA 94804-4934
(510) 234-5083
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Alley
3553 Atlantic Ave
# 353
Long Beach, CA 90807-5606
(562) 506-7225
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Eckes
19143 Crest Ave
Castro Valley, CA 94546-2816
(800) 555-1212
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ivan Scruby
2123 47th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94116-1546
(510) 332-2605
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret Mew
605 Michael Ln
Lafayette, CA 94549-5328
xxxxxxxxxxxxxx
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Patricia Modlin
130 Moss Rock Ct
Folsom, CA 95630-1846
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wayne Gibb
8425 Spring Dr
Forestville, CA 95436-9378
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Olson
115 Valencia Ave
Aptos, CA 95003-4428
(831) 688-8523
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. M. Steere
8195 Park Ave
Forestville, CA 95436-9374
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jeannette Grant
PO Box 335
Occidental, CA 95465-0335
(707) 874-1813
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Norman And Pam Wyman
175 Robideaux Rd
Aptos, CA 95003-9758
(831) 662-3895
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janie Fox
512 Central Ave Apt B
Alameda, CA 94501-3717
(510) 217-8896



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Tina ArnoldTina ArnoldTina ArnoldTina Arnold         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:10 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Tina ArnoldPlease respond to Tina ArnoldPlease respond to Tina ArnoldPlease respond to Tina Arnold

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tina Arnold
5739 Presley Way
Oakland, CA 94618-1632
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

We're sick of your fuckin greedy crap!!!! You mongrels are destroying
this planet!!!
And it will bite you all in the end.I as a human am very angry that you
mother fuckers think for the rest of us,who actually care about this
world.I hope you are all destroyed with some kind of natural disaster
to end this shit once and for all.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Olaiz
PO Box 3279
Quail Valley, CA 92587-1279
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leda Contis
1931 Parker St
Berkeley, CA 94704-3206
(510) 843-7901
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Neal Lucas
5462 Adobe Falls Rd
San Diego, CA 92120-4489
(619) 564-6252
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Hammond
751 Brookwood Way
Chico, CA 95926-1732
(530) 899-8783
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Weiner
72 Gates St
San Francisco, CA 94110-5656
(415) 282-8871
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Boren
501 Guerrero St Apt 6
San Francisco, CA 94110-1046
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kat Burgess
18th Street
Santa Monica, CA 90404
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kimberly Clouse
1875 Wharf Rd Apt 5
Capitola, CA 95010-2807
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Adam Kaplan
1244 Victory Walk
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-1845
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Johnson
502 Rosecrans Ave Apt A
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266-3473
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Pat Turney
4106 Amyx Ct
Hayward, CA 94542-1404
(987) 654-3211
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marian Cruz
905 Helen Dr
Hollister, CA 95023-6650
(831) 636-5321
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wendel Peterson
4353 W 5th St Apt I
Los Angeles, CA 90020-4577
(323) 683-5515
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Elizabeth Potter
251 Elysian Fields Dr
Oakland, CA 94605-5035
(510) 635-2257
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

The proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refiner is very troublesome. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. S. Cutuli
Preuss Rd
Los Angeles, CA 90035
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ana Chou
3256 Ramona St
Palo Alto, CA 94306-2944
(650) 856-7809
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lamar Olk
36160 Hilltop Ln
Gualala, CA 95445-9567
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eva Malhotra
336 Sturtevant Dr
Sierra Madre, CA 91024-1304
(562) 806-9400
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynn Shauinger
941 Oak St
San Francisco, CA 94117-2310
(415) 621-7264
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandi Covell
1183 Alemany Blvd
San Francisco, CA 94112-1401
xxx



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Nathan RidingNathan RidingNathan RidingNathan Riding         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:10 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Nathan RidingPlease respond to Nathan RidingPlease respond to Nathan RidingPlease respond to Nathan Riding

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nathan Riding
1814 O St Apt 4
Sacramento, CA 95811-6177
(206) 409-5051
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Georgeann Hemingway-Proia
19 Serramar Dr
Oakland, CA 94611-1850
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lesley Bruns
6223 Kentland Ave
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-1722
(760) 934-0190
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

As a fellow Californian, I am deeply concerned about the proposed
crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This
project presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nicholas Cheranich
818 Lathrop St
Napa, CA 94558-5049
(707) 226-8168
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Bowers
341 36th Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-5516
(831) 476-9390
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Howard Labadie
35611 Red Rover Mine Rd
Acton, CA 93510-1177
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Mc Neil
27624 Cottonwood Ave
Moreno Valley, CA 92555-5606



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Patricia BrinkmannPatricia BrinkmannPatricia BrinkmannPatricia Brinkmann         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:10 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Patricia BrinkmannPlease respond to Patricia BrinkmannPlease respond to Patricia BrinkmannPlease respond to Patricia Brinkmann

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Brinkmann
5239 Calico Ave
Pico Rivera, CA 90660-2606
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Patrick Mcgibney
1177 3rd St
Los Osos, CA 93402-1113
(805) 534-9177
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eleanor Decker
PO Box 1168
Glen Ellen, CA 95442-1168
(707) 996-3507
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Marcia Sherman
521 N La Cumbre Rd Apt 42
Santa Barbara, CA 93110-1567
(805) 687-7218
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Laszlo Kurucz
26571 Normandale Dr Apt 25j
Lake Forest, CA 92630-7971
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Searle
7322 Quill Dr Apt 140
Downey, CA 90242-2043
(562) 415-8990
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Gale Kirk
20242 Bayview Ave
Newport Beach, CA 92660-0708
(949) 892-9784
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kaci B
413 S Central Ave
Glendale, CA 91204-1640
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gilly Lloyd
1321 Plymouth Ave
San Francisco, CA 94112-1240
(415) 337-0515
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jody Hansell
3400 Richmond Pkwy
Richmond, CA 94806-5207
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Charles Schnell
9621 Mormon Creek Rd
Sonora, CA 95370-8028
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tim Brand
827 Standish Rd
Pacifica, CA 94044-4156
(650) 359-1548
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Oster
19421 8th Pl
Escondido, CA 92029-8127
(760) 746-9039
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tim Hayes
1504 Dudley Pl
Santa Rosa, CA 95401-4526
(707) 849-8228
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Patricia Cachopo
2337 Harrison St
Santa Clara, CA 95050-4416
(408) 248-5992
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Walt Burkhard
13645 Pine Needles Dr
Del Mar, CA 92014-3325
(858) 481-7315
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marjorie Shepherdson
105 W Sola St Apt 104
Santa Barbara, CA 93101-3006
(805) 965-5539
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Imran Mirdad
1215 33rd Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122-1302
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Rosen Leib
455 Barbara Ave
Solana Beach, CA 92075-1201
(858) 259-9050
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Yarbrough
574 Garfield Ave
South Pasadena, CA 91030-2254
(626) 403-2538
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jacqueline Cochrane
2103 Curtis Ave Apt 2
Redondo Beach, CA 90278-2045
.
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Bhavani Param
951 Hastings Dr
Concord, CA 94518-3821
(925) 798-8826
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Carol Klammer
5480 Vicente Way
Oakland, CA 94609-1933
(508) 237-3883
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jan Kampa
3120 Hardin Way
Soquel, CA 95073-2739
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Adam Albonni
1949 Chestnut St Apt 304
San Francisco, CA 94123-2836
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Helen Pitton
2464 Pierce Ave
Cambria, CA 93428-4918
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Barbara Ward
41 Van Ripper Ln
Orinda, CA 94563-1117
(925) 254-1511
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Thomas Andrae
1623 Delaware St
Berkeley, CA 94703-1210
(510) 549-3802
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Shepp
10420 Golden Pine Rd
Truckee, CA 96161-3152
(530) 582-8489
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marianne Slaughter
1656 Riente St
Camarillo, CA 93010-1050
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Catherine Scott
19641 Powder Horn Rd
Hidden Valley Lake, CA 95467-8717
(707) 355-9112
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Orahood
31340 Cottontail Ln
Bonsall, CA 92003-4607
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Albert Johnson
4536 Alcorn Dr
La Canada, CA 91011-1929
(818) 952-5402
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karina Oleynikov
7015 De Celis Pl
Van Nuys, CA 91406-3702
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Toni Moore
1631 N Allen Ave
Pasadena, CA 91104-1651
(626) 345-1997
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Cronin
7731 Bently Ave
Garden Grove, CA 92841-3055
(714) 230-0809
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Barry Oselett
825 Second St
Lakeport, CA 95453-4512
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Robyn Botsch
4605 Governor Dr Unit 213
San Diego, CA 92122-3051
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Fred Irwin
2510 Nelson Ave # 3
Redondo Beach, CA 90278-2513
(310) 371-7302
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Herb Maintzer
7 Los Flores Ave
South San Francisco, CA 94080-2237
(650) 583-7969
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beatrice Tocher
591 Appleberry Dr
San Rafael, CA 94903-1201
(415) 472-1855
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James And Nancy Howard
2579 Stansberry Way
Sacramento, CA 95826-2122
(916) 362-7764
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Loverme
1624 Wayne Ave
South Pasadena, CA 91030-4933
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marlene Perl
766 27th St
San Francisco, CA 94131-1813
(415) 285-1805
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Hunter
38 Stanislaus Ave
Oakdale, CA 95361-3451
(209) 847-5436
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tamar Rein
1318 Clara Ln
Davis, CA 95618-1457
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sally Weed
1515 Geary Rd Apt 116
Walnut Creek, CA 94597-2761
(925) 946-0553



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
James DomenicoJames DomenicoJames DomenicoJames Domenico         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:10 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to James DomenicoPlease respond to James DomenicoPlease respond to James DomenicoPlease respond to James Domenico

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Domenico
400 43rd Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121-1516
(415) 336-8419
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

This is a bad idea.  When are we going to learn?

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephanie Abrahamson
20683 Waalew Rd Spc 86
Apple Valley, CA 92307-1091
(760) 810-0038
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dial Hoang
225 Celedon St Apt 219b
Davis, CA 95616-7403
(714) 467-9415
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Bine
339 San Rafael Ave
Belvedere Tiburon, CA 94920-2333
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Herbert Myers
2180 Monterey Ave
Menlo Park, CA 94025-6542
(650) 854-1447
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Duggan
7345 June Bug Ln
Vacaville, CA 95688-9311
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Stallone
1294 Mildred Ave
San Jose, CA 95125-3833
(408) 448-1276
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christian Nelson
890 Golf Club Rd
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-1104
(530) 274-3387
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David And Marcy Sookne
4802 Hollow Corner Rd Unit 118
Culver City, CA 90230-8548
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Perren
510 The Village Unit 303
Redondo Beach, CA 90277-2756
(310) 798-4876



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Annette PirroneAnnette PirroneAnnette PirroneAnnette Pirrone         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:10 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Annette PirronePlease respond to Annette PirronePlease respond to Annette PirronePlease respond to Annette Pirrone

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am DEEPLY CONCERNED ABOUT the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also CLEAR that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Annette Pirrone
1628 San Anselmo Ave
San Anselmo, CA 94960-1848
(415) 456-4841
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Schachter
74 Poppy Rd
Carmel Valley, CA 93924-9618
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joe Jah
536 Mason St Apt 305
San Francisco, CA 94102-1205
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Schulmeyer
2549 Buena Flores
Fallbrook, CA 92028-4512
(928) 234-7385
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Margarita Perez
13859 Graber Ave
Sylmar, CA 91342-2623
(818) 364-1440
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Hunt
PO Box 1397
Gualala, CA 95445-1397
(707) 884-1162
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Charlsey Cartwright
1201 58th Ave
Sacramento, CA 95831-3103
(916) 400-3632
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Ford
178 Manfre Rd
Watsonville, CA 95076-2018
(831) 722-8021
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Judie VL
15025 Two Bar Rd
Boulder Creek, CA 95006-9720
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gregory Fite
4719 Hillside Dr
Castro Valley, CA 94546-1406
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Roberta Lafrance
586 Lewis Ave
San Leandro, CA 94577-2132
(415) 509-3583
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Iris And Ed Edinger
5534 Pattilar Ave
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-4048
(818) 883-4723
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ellen Barron
55 Quail Dr
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-9756
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Zoglin
PO Box 1009
Forestville, CA 95436-1009
(707) 887-7476
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Margrit Spear
PO Box 711
Jamul, CA 91935-0711
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amy Rivera
305 Princehouse Ln
Encinitas, CA 92024-2835
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John And Diane Rice
3084 Buena Vista Way
Berkeley, CA 94708-2020
(510) 649-8168
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Mark Swoiskin
655 Redwood Hwy Frontage Rd
Mill Valley, CA 94941-3034
(415) 384-0612
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Barry Fitzgerald
15245 Upper Ellen Rd
Los Gatos, CA 95033-7813
(408) 353-2221
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Richard Nelesen
8945 Lemon Ave
La Mesa, CA 91941-5427
(619) 871-3285
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Harralson
3629 Lankershim Blvd
Hollywood, CA 90068-1217
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carole Gillin
725 Chantry Cir
Simi Valley, CA 93065-5548
(805) 579-8873
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Roberta Kansteiner
190 Canyon Acres Dr
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-1104
(714) 724-8057
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Mihay
785 Cabrillo Pl
Morro Bay, CA 93442-2825
(805) 772-5225
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lynn Sentenn
1626 Wardman Dr
Brea, CA 92821-1849
(626) 795-5995
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Roberta Millstein
562 Reed Dr
Davis, CA 95616-1807
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maureen Mehler
415 Avenida Castilla Unit B
Laguna Woods, CA 92637-8729
(949) 951-3557
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob Crum
PO Box 930
Fillmore, CA 93016-0930
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Morris
1316 Muir St
Napa, CA 94559-4338
(707) 224-2747
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sheila Gholson
2271 Dartmouth St
Palo Alto, CA 94306-1252
(650) 424-8092
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bart Lounsbury
17055 Broadway Ter
Oakland, CA 94611-1032
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cynthia Lee
8860 Cerritos Ave Apt 9
Anaheim, CA 92804-5728
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Clemons
3056 Walgrove Way
San Jose, CA 95128-4041
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Kimbrough
5129 Goodland Ave
Valley Village, CA 91607-2915
(818) 755-0732
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am a retired social worker, I live in a small town in southern
Califirnia. My house is two blocks away from the railroad tracks. There
is the town's best meat marjet just on the other side of the tracks.  I
don't even want to think how tragic it will be for for us as a
community If we experience a railroad accident like the ones that have
happenned throughout our country. We have enough pollution as it is, I
don't want to be subjected to a situation like the one in Virginia and
other parts.
I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.
This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.



Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carmen Lima
13223 11th St
Chino, CA 91710-4235
(909) 627-0906
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Kuo
10 Hemway Ter
San Francisco, CA 94117-1222
(415) 752-2926
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gloriamarie Amalfitano
2205 Judson St
San Diego, CA 92111-6266
(858) 565-4522
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Gold
2901a Sir Francis Drake Blvd
Fairfax, CA 94930-1344
(415) 454-2113
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Thornton
359 63rd St
Oakland, CA 94618-1257
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Beverly Farr
359 Cambridge Dr
Goleta, CA 93117-2143
(805) 964-3977
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

California already faces environmental challenges.
I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Catherine Dean
27325 Murrieta Oaks Ave
Murrieta, CA 92562-4384
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gayl Hunter
431 S Burnside Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90036-5370
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joanne Rose Pennington
2603 Calle Del Comercio Apt D
San Clemente, CA 92672-3368
(949) 276-4292
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Sarricks
PO Box 452
Running Springs, CA 92382-0452
(909) 867-7981
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Cosby
1388 Marron Valley Rd
Dulzura, CA 91917-2112
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. George Lloyd
4924 Jensen Hollow Rd
Placerville, CA 95667-8439
(530) 621-4070
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Liz Caine
2254 San Antonio Ave Apt 2
Alameda, CA 94501-4947
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob Skinner
157 Drakewood Pl
Novato, CA 94947-4681
(415) 892-2676
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stanley Gross
546 Edinburgh St
San Mateo, CA 94402-2241
(650) 348-7588
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gail Alford
5420 Corbett Cir
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-8057
888888888
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jeffrey Jenkins
210 Gunsmoke Dr
Diamond Bar, CA 91765-1256
(909) 861-6980
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Pat Steele
9461 Charleville Blvd
Beverly Hills, CA 90212-3017
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Margaret Wessels
58 Primrose St
Aptos, CA 95003-5927
(408) 246-1317
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathy Goodrich
2840 Honolulu Ave
Verdugo City, CA 91046-1002
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg Pennington
798 Post St Apt 500
San Francisco, CA 94109-6119
(415) 441-1128
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Krausz
57 Mercury Ave
Belvedere Tiburon, CA 94920-1344
(415) 789-0165
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Vineyard
1827 Uccello Ave
Modesto, CA 95354-2937
(209) 529-3130
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Greta Factor
2143 Norse Dr
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-1823
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Margaret Cole
14500 Fruitvale Ave Apt 2259
Saratoga, CA 95070-6179
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gail Caswell
839 Post St Apt 208
San Francisco, CA 94109-6047
(415) 474-4248
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nina Sagheb
8515 Costa Verde Blvd
San Diego, CA 92122-1130
(858) 490-0113



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
PeterPeterPeterPeter    &&&&    Carol KrokCarol KrokCarol KrokCarol Krok         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:10 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to PeterPlease respond to PeterPlease respond to PeterPlease respond to Peter     &&&&    Carol KrokCarol KrokCarol KrokCarol Krok

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Peter & Carol Krok
718 Sherwood St
Redlands, CA 92373-5739
(909) 793-9919
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Denise Schryver
4150 Templeton Rd
Atascadero, CA 93422-4593
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Dugaw
385 Ogle St # C
Costa Mesa, CA 92627-3207
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Campagna
36 Astoria Cir
Petaluma, CA 94954-4616
(707) 778-6171
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rosemary Nelson
3548 Cody Way
Sacramento, CA 95864-1535
(916) 978-0719
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laurie Eisler
8252 Windmill Farms Dr
Cotati, CA 94931-4565
(707) 794-7966
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Wilkerson
3630 Texas St
San Diego, CA 92104-4044



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Laurie BarlowLaurie BarlowLaurie BarlowLaurie Barlow         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:10 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Laurie BarlowPlease respond to Laurie BarlowPlease respond to Laurie BarlowPlease respond to Laurie Barlow

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laurie Barlow
2434 Sherwood Rd
San Marino, CA 91108-2842
(626) 286-3255
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Phil Nisperos
1504 W Monterey Ave
Stockton, CA 95204-4237
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Balgrosky Hinshaw
400 W Ocean View Ave
Del Mar, CA 92014-3632
(858) 350-8022
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. John Petroni
823 Lexington Ave
El Cerrito, CA 94530-2824
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paula Mack
1111 Hope Way
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-2811
(831) 476-2201
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gayle O'Hara
1207 Herbazal St
Sonoma, CA 95476-8331
(707) 935-0587



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Kris KargoKris KargoKris KargoKris Kargo         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:10 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Kris KargoPlease respond to Kris KargoPlease respond to Kris KargoPlease respond to Kris Kargo

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kris Kargo
2411 Parker St
Berkeley, CA 94704-2811
(510) 549-1325
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Colin Ramsay
253 Florence Ave
Sebastopol, CA 95472-3736
(707) 829-7514
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Peter And Holly Fuhrer
211 Tustin Ave
Newport Beach, CA 92663-4704
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joyce Pennell
2127 Ticonderoga Dr
San Mateo, CA 94402-4021
(650) 345-2001
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Burch
1023 W 24th St Apt 6
San Pedro, CA 90731-5247
(310) 291-4728
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am very concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Philippe Jamotte
1136 Grand St
Redwood City, CA 94061-2207
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tom Walsh
315 W Cedar Ave
Burbank, CA 91506-2510
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Phillip Cripps
35898 Calle Raphael
Cathedral City, CA 92234-7932
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Frazer
668 39th St
Sacramento, CA 95816-3937
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sara Rosenbrock
Crow Canyon Rd
Castro Valley, CA 94552-4602
(510) 123-4567
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Diana Kostka
1627 Yale Ct
Auburn, CA 95603-2998
(530) 888-6557
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Craig Wessinger
36 Augusta
Irvine, CA 92620-3282
(949) 559-0902
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Lasarow
11623 Canton Pl
Studio City, CA 91604-4164
(818) 761-6214
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lea Yancey
3317 Florida St
Oakland, CA 94602-3850
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Laurie Bramlage
113 S Mary Ave Apt 111
Sunnyvale, CA 94086-5854
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Hector Rojas
PO Box 3191
Salinas, CA 93912-3191
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Norma Dettamanti
2831 Carson St
Redwood City, CA 94061-1904
(650) 365-6661
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I live within a third of a mile of the railroad tracks that will carry
the 2 trains per day from the proposed Phillips refinery. At least 3
more trains from other refineries will be on that route. This will
result in 5 mile long trains carrying ultra hazardous bakken and tar
sands crude in flimsy obsolete cars coming through Sacramento EVERY
DAY. ( These tank cars are notorious for their vulnerability to
puncture, roll over, and otherwise fail. It will be 6 years before the
U.S. Department of transportation has new safety rules implemented
Meanwhile we are all at enormous risk of death or serious injury not to
mention loss of our homes..) These bomb trains are already hazardous at
2 per week. The enormous increase in sheer numbers will almost
guarantee that an a spark or full out explosion will take place
somewhere with greater frequency. In California's drought conditions
even a small spark could start a fire that would consume much of the
town of Sacramento. When I stand on the tracks at 28th and C street, I
can see that if I hit a home run, it would hit any number of
houses--that's how close these bomb trains are to residents' homes. I
am frankly terrified that I and my loved ones will be blasted out of my
home or incinerated in it.  I've even considered moving--after 25 years
here--but why should I have to move just so a greedy oil company can
make more profit than its already mind boggling profit. PLEASE
REPRESENT WE THE PEOPLE__NOT GREEDY CORPORATIONS WHOSE ONLY PURPOSE IS
PROFIT AT EVERYONE ELSE'S EXPENSE. I AGREE WITH THE REST OF THE
STATEMENT BELOW.

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil



train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Ellen Rein
2704 E St
Sacramento, CA 95816-3222
(916) 442-7704
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Elder
4022 Braeburn Way
Los Angeles, CA 90027-1308
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eduardo Ramirez
32992 Rossman Cir
Temecula, CA 92592-1120
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Simone Schad
844 Bonita Dr
Encinitas, CA 92024-3803
(858) 481-2311
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynne Preston
Rhode Island St.
San Francisco, CA 94107
(415) 821-7845
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kate Sullivan
2487 Highland Ave
Altadena, CA 91001-2550
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wilhelm Kapp
363 Moreton Bay Ln Unit 1
Goleta, CA 93117-6244
(805) 683-4445
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg Casini
85 2nd St
San Francisco, CA 94105-3459
(415) 977-5651



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
walter brownwalter brownwalter brownwalter brown         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:10 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to walter brownPlease respond to walter brownPlease respond to walter brownPlease respond to walter brown

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. walter brown
PO Box 2532
Palm Desert, CA 92261-2532
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Victor De Vlaming
3942 Terra Vista Way
Sacramento, CA 95821-2936
(916) 718-8290
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Williams
PO Box 426
Ben Lomond, CA 95005-0426
(831) 336-8725
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Stanley
17105 Oaktree Ln
Sonora, CA 95370-9104
(209) 532-8646



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Nicki SmithNicki SmithNicki SmithNicki Smith         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:10 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Nicki SmithPlease respond to Nicki SmithPlease respond to Nicki SmithPlease respond to Nicki Smith

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Nicki Smith
1256 Forest Ave
Palo Alto, CA 94301-3034
(650) 325-4548



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Glenis CroucherGlenis CroucherGlenis CroucherGlenis Croucher         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:10 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Glenis CroucherPlease respond to Glenis CroucherPlease respond to Glenis CroucherPlease respond to Glenis Croucher

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Glenis Croucher
PO Box 23887
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-0887
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christian Colvin
199 Fremont St
San Francisco, CA 94105-2245
(415) 957-1800
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ali Ballou
PO Box 611976
San Jose, CA 95161-1976
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shereen Hawkins
18312 Manitoba Ln
Huntington Beach, CA 92648-1423
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Doug Howard
2671 W Pueblo Ave
Napa, CA 94558-4347
(707) 255-6407
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jay Price
2954 51st St
San Diego, CA 92105-4813
(619) 602-6859
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Raybee
12773 Pine Ave
Potter Valley, CA 95469-9708
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Don't give in to big oil!!  Save California!!

Sincerely,

Ms. Phyllis Pircher
4852 Ocean View Blvd
La Canada, CA 91011-1234
(818) 248-4564
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cindy Meyers
PO Box 423
Capitola, CA 95010-0423
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynn Graves
11501 Mid Mountain Rd
Potter Valley, CA 95469-9736
(707) 743-2456
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Sanocki
18342 E Woodcroft St
Azusa, CA 91702-5842
(626) 974-6906
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ronald Le
348 Bonita Ave
San Jose, CA 95116-2896
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Amanda Temple
65 Minuet Pl
Oak View, CA 93022-9603
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rick and Sharon Norlund
PO Box 162
Durham, CA 95938-0162
(626) 350-1475
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Loren Hall
7330 Hayden Ave
Sebastopol, CA 95472-4361
(707) 861-9418
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Andrews
1025 Laurent St
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-2505
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lois Simonds
6392 Claremont Ave
Richmond, CA 94805-2039
(510) 232-8360
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ron Parsons
104 Claremont Ave
South San Francisco, CA 94080-1618
(650) 873-2495
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Zora Kolkey
PO Box 640484
San Francisco, CA 94164-0484
(415) 474-6707
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joyce Roy
258 Mather St
Oakland, CA 94611-5155
(510) 655-7508
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Omar Mian
400 Russell Park
Davis, CA 95616-5151
(916) 521-9541
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shoshanah McKnight
324 Berkeley Way
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-1054
(831) 234-4686
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen White
4721 Selkirk St
Fremont, CA 94538-1978
(510) 683-9173
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. John Mark, Md
10 Holyrood Mnr
Oakland, CA 94611-2545
(510) 531-1471
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sara Syer
22 Roanoke St
San Francisco, CA 94131-3048
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzanne Forsyth
318 12th St
Arcata, CA 95521-5914
(707) 826-2417
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Perry Kesterson
17582 New York House Rd
Brownsville, CA 95919-9776
(530) 675-9519
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Craig Mirijanian
5616 Tyrone Ave
Van Nuys, CA 91401-4626
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Helen Williamson
357 Nile St
Nevada City, CA 95959-2825
(530) 265-5839
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Spears
930 43rd Ave Apt 24
Sacramento, CA 95831-1363
(530) 647-1588
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Samuel Durkin
5048 Lakeview Cir
Fairfield, CA 94534-7400
(707) 864-6599
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Ducey
PO Box 845
Woodacre, CA 94973-0845
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tracy McCowan
14033 Gard Ave
Norwalk, CA 90650-3875
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rosa Baeza
19556 Hart St
Reseda, CA 91335-3627
(818) 996-0821
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

The more we let these corporate polluters get away with the more they
will persist in destroying our environment for the betterment of their
bottom line! We can no longer suffer the effects of the greed of those
who put their personal profit over the health of our people and our
planet!

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and



Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Eaton
10440 Wilsey Ave
Tujunga, CA 91042-1836
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Syd Rumford
4746 Hazelbrook Ave
Long Beach, CA 90808-1025
(562) 420-9123
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kate Boxeth
1805 Donner Ave Apt 3
Davis, CA 95618-0366
(503) 799-7451
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Liana Olson
PO Box 623
Carmel Valley, CA 93924-0623
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. German Cediel
556 Wildcat Canyon Rd
Berkeley, CA 94708-1229
(510) 508-9069
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melanie Hoffman
1490 Las Lunas St
Pasadena, CA 91106-1257
(626) 796-1163
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stuart Chambers
2257 Maroel Dr
San Jose, CA 95130-2050
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Danny Estrella
114 Kent Rd
Pacifica, CA 94044-3957
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Denise Lenardson
8772 1/2 Wyngate St
Sunland, CA 91040-1916
(818) 957-0261
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kate Lunn
269 Aspen St
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420-3074
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kelsey Tupper
9266 Regents Rd Apt F
La Jolla, CA 92037-9134
(405) 250-4370
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

In addition to the message below, I urge you to consider the wisdom of
the Iroquois ("Seven Generations"):

"Look and listen for the welfare of the whole people and have always in
view not only the present but also the coming generations, even those
whose faces are yet beneath the surface of the ground  the unborn of
the future Nation."
__________________________________________________________

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's



efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

For the children,

Sincerely,

Ms. Michele Halligan
2581 California Park Dr
Chico, CA 95928-4012
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathy Mora
863 Chapman Ave
Pasadena, CA 91103-2925
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Deborah Denker
2546 Victoria Ave
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-5719
(805) 549-9026
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dorothy Schwartz
21 Villa Ct
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-7722
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephanie Cecena
18951 Malkoha St
Perris, CA 92570-6550
(714) 365-0419
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Jordan
2340 Harper St
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-3129
(831) 475-3178
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Perkins
PO Box 178
Talmage, CA 95481-0178
(707) 462-0444
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Please consider the impacts this crude will have on the environment
even if it not spilled en route; CLIMATE CHANGE.
We are deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin & Colleen McCoy
PO Box 277
Gualala, CA 95445-0277
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Harpe
1744 257th St
Lomita, CA 90717-2716
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Lenihan
2951 Derby St Apt 206
Berkeley, CA 94705-1355
(510) 666-0818
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ana Dotcheva
772 Clementina St
San Francisco, CA 94103-3813
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Leigh Clark
16349 Los Alimos St
Granada Hills, CA 91344-6858
(818) 366-4722
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeffrey Wachtel
33560 Simpson Rd
Fort Bragg, CA 95437-8525
(707) 962-9301
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anna Janakiraman
1998 Deodara Dr
Los Altos, CA 94024-7054
(650) 210-8596
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Amber Sims
803 Fawn Pl
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-2421
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Elizabeth Sowa
900 E Stanley Blvd Unit 273
Livermore, CA 94550-4250
(925) 373-0870
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karin Toth
15 Georgetown
Irvine, CA 92612-2673
(949) 836-2672
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Edith Drobny
632 Hawthorne Ave
Los Altos, CA 94024-3120
(650) 949-3630
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Mayer
13779 Oro Grande St
Sylmar, CA 91342-2209
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Please respond to stephandevisPlease respond to stephandevisPlease respond to stephandevisPlease respond to stephandevis

I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors 
to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. This project creates 
significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our communities and our 
climate.

Tar sands means more carbon pollution. At every stage of the mining, 
transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 
intensive than other sources of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 
disruption.

Say NO to the Phillips 66 oil train proposal.

Stephan Devis
4754 W 132nd St
Hawthorne, CA 90250
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. miki takada
2074 Bluebell Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-2518



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Carlena WikeCarlena WikeCarlena WikeCarlena Wike         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:11 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Carlena WikePlease respond to Carlena WikePlease respond to Carlena WikePlease respond to Carlena Wike

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carlena Wike
38 Collins Pl
Woodland, CA 95776-9339
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dolores Pena-Davis
2407 Ivy Pl
Fullerton, CA 92835-3012
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Barrymore
730 Bair Island Rd
Apt 100
Redwood City, CA 94063-5525
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Baker
286 Whitworth St
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360-1825
(805) 300-7965
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Keith Fahey
18400 Collins St Apt 38
Tarzana, CA 91356-2329
No calls
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Branstetter
1285 Cerro Vista Dr
Applegate, CA 95703
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karen Wallaert
1535 Crane Ter
Ukiah, CA 95482-7910
(707) 462-7370
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tony whetstone
7035 Maita Cir
Sacramento, CA 95820-2113
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kim King
157 Sunnyglen Dr
Vallejo, CA 94591-7553
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melissa Ott
1425 Broadway
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-2510
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Gang
381 Cleveland Ave
Petaluma, CA 94952-1703
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Geller
2549 Eastbluff Dr
# 438
Newport Beach, CA 92660-3500
(714) 292-2352
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James R Monroe
5521 Michigan Blvd
Concord, CA 94521-4041
(925) 969-0808
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Leslie Spoon
1298 Ramona Ave
Los Osos, CA 93402-1863
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. D. Singer
1233 P.
Oakland, CA 94607-1460
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy Bettencourt
PO Box 2784
Arnold, CA 95223-2784
(408) 309-4309
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nga nguyen
308 N Bushnell Ave
Alhambra, CA 91801-2002
(62^) 282 -9768
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Holly Wallace
3 Highland Blvd
Kensington, CA 94707-1029
(510) 684-8272
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Drew Irby
26855 Via San Jose
Mission Viejo, CA 92691-1812
(949) 588-5458
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debby McAllister
PO Box 3058
Lake Arrowhead, CA 92352-3058
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Megan lindahl
619 18th St
Oakland, CA 94612-1324
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Colleen Harrison
2264 Windward Ln
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670-4220
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kimberly Vespa
24383 Mariposa Ave
Tehachapi, CA 93561-6314
(949) 241-7760
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Claudia McDonagh
5057 August Ct
Castro Valley, CA 94546-2521
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vinita Chhugani
25153 Soto Rd
Hayward, CA 94544-2340
(510) 470-3390
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Elizabeth Nash
2900 Portage Bay W
Davis, CA 95616-2877
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sheila Butler
1005 Peterson Ranch Rd
Templeton, CA 93465-9091
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. katherine vincent
211 Rheem Blvd
Orinda, CA 94563-3622
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Wilson
PO Box 7516
Spreckels, CA 93962-7516
(831) 484-9728
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Spicer
13921 Mauve Dr
North Tustin, CA 92705-2649
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lynne Jett
1830 Montgomery Dr
Vista, CA 92084-7630
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Russell
2023 Folsom St Apt 9
San Francisco, CA 94110-1343
(415) 552-5515
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Moore
4425 E Galeano St
Long Beach, CA 90815-2710
(310) 754-9640
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brendan Park
31623 Baez Cir
Winchester, CA 92596-8554
(951) 926-0929
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Darlene Norwood
630 Peridot Pl
Fairfield, CA 94534-4156
(661) 265-5427
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sandra Garratt
140 Tamarisk Rd
Palm Springs, CA 92262-5756
(760) 548-0704
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Yelverton
7234 Annapolis Way
Fontana, CA 92336-0856
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joe Azarello
6044 Arosa St
San Diego, CA 92115-3809
(619) 955-8677
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Robin Long
857 South Rd
Belmont, CA 94002-2231
(650) 832-1003
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Alarcon
2235 Cedar Ave
Long Beach, CA 90806-4205



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Cathy CastroCathy CastroCathy CastroCathy Castro         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:11 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Cathy CastroPlease respond to Cathy CastroPlease respond to Cathy CastroPlease respond to Cathy Castro

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathy Castro
3565 Linden Ave Unit 323
Long Beach, CA 90807-4530
(562) 424-3033



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Sonja BjornsenSonja BjornsenSonja BjornsenSonja Bjornsen         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:11 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Sonja BjornsenPlease respond to Sonja BjornsenPlease respond to Sonja BjornsenPlease respond to Sonja Bjornsen

Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sonja Bjornsen
6 Coco Pl
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272-4642
(310) 648-9912
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nell Said
61 Edgewood
Irvine, CA 92618-3994
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amy Allen
2511 Hearst Ave Apt 305
Berkeley, CA 94709-1133
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Lanford
10 Gardenside Dr Apt 6
San Francisco, CA 94131-1471
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Monique Agia
222 S Helix Ave Apt 3
Solana Beach, CA 92075-1814
(619) 279-1763



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Jinx HydemanJinx HydemanJinx HydemanJinx Hydeman         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:10 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Jinx HydemanPlease respond to Jinx HydemanPlease respond to Jinx HydemanPlease respond to Jinx Hydeman

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jinx Hydeman
18806 Vista Modjeska Rd
Trabuco Canyon, CA 92679-1108
(949) 888-5134
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James & Denise Comiskey
1963 Wavecrest Ave
Mckinleyville, CA 95519-3383
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karen Lankford
37649 Early Ln
Murrieta, CA 92563-4767
(951) 461-1683



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Karen DonaldsonKaren DonaldsonKaren DonaldsonKaren Donaldson         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:10 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Karen DonaldsonPlease respond to Karen DonaldsonPlease respond to Karen DonaldsonPlease respond to Karen Donaldson

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Donaldson
PO Box 3215
Grass Valley, CA 95945-3215
(530) 555-1212
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John And Ann Kadyk
1060 Mariposa Ave
Berkeley, CA 94707-2444
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Oliver Seely
3308 Fairman St
Lakewood, CA 90712-3421
(562) 425-0155
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Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 
throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 
unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 
not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 
it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 
rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 
accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 
we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 
past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 
from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 
data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 
old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 
accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 
project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 
100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 
order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 
water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 
threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 
analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 
unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 
communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 
admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 
unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 
cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 
particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 
respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 
carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 
derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 
could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 
risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 
proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 
toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 
most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 
tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 
the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 
approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 
decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 
project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 
transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 
intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 
disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 
spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 
our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jared Babula
125 Knollwood Dr
San Rafael, CA 94901-1518
(707) 332-2753
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sherry Dunn
10366 Bar Hill Rd
Penn Valley, CA 95946-8953
(530) 432-9820
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Cheesman
1111 Garcia Rd
Santa Barbara, CA 93103-2127
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank B. Anderson
515 N Meyler St
San Pedro, CA 90731-1840
(310) 833-9113
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Reed Williams
259 Granada Ave
Long Beach, CA 90803-5521
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Lee
3124 Harpers Ferry Dr
Stockton, CA 95219-3729
(831) 801-5079
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Creamer
1112 S Meyler St Apt 8
San Pedro, CA 90731-3569
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Fredrickson
15935 Turquoise Pl
Grass Valley, CA 95945-8870
(530) 272-1229
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Gentner
2201 Laguna St Apt 501
San Francisco, CA 94115-1918
(415) 525-3238
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. George Kauffman
1609 E Quincy Ave
Fresno, CA 93720-2309
(559) 323-9123
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Betty Sorrentino
1490 Descanso St Apt 4
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-6155
(805) 549-9907
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Flinders
327 Lincoln Ave
Cotati, CA 94931-4485
(707) 793-9548
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Dimatteo
236 Kalmia St Apt 107
San Diego, CA 92101-1541
(619) 234-0236
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Erica Stanojevic
540 S 15th St
San Jose, CA 95112-2365
(408) 202-6430
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Noelle Prince
6656 Salizar St
San Diego, CA 92111-3244
(858) 278-3333
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Kaylor
100 Towne Ter
Los Gatos, CA 95032-7353
(408) 402-3815
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vicki Gold
2102 Tanager Ln
Mount Shasta, CA 96067-9730
(530) 926-4206
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Herbert Boss
235 Andover Dr
Claremont, CA 91711-1803
(909) 621-0015
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan Day
2920 Alexander Rd
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-4120
(949) 555-1212
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Aagaard
2084 Shady Brook Ct
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362-1378
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Anthony Smrdeli
2165 Hoover Dr
Santa Clara, CA 95051-1816
(408) 296-6154
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janis Andersen
2628 Worden St Unit 145
San Diego, CA 92110-5839
(619) 981-1646
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edward Bacallao
3103 La Costa Ave
Carlsbad, CA 92009-7523
(760) 633-3103
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Ingrid Brewer
4991 Read Rd
Moorpark, CA 93021-8763
no
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Brenda Haig
45 65th Pl
Long Beach, CA 90803-5678
(562) 438-2182
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Walker
6731 Marietta Ave
Garden Grove, CA 92845-2920
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Lihosit
8434 Via Sonoma Unit 65
La Jolla, CA 92037-2722
(619) 542-1676
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Phyllis Grove
421 Nevada St
San Francisco, CA 94110-6123
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Bailey
3 Cliffside Dr
Daly City, CA 94015-1042
(650) 757-1714
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Danner
680 Count Fleet Ct
Morgan Hill, CA 95037-5907
(408) 778-2790
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ursula Noto
1717 Scott Rd Apt N
Burbank, CA 91504-3878
(818) 559-7509
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Chelsea Swick
440 Solaris Ln
Bayside, CA 95524-9066
(707) 382-8196
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Kenneth Watts
17410 Stagg St
Northridge, CA 91325-4533
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gerry Royse
2828 Sweet Way
Sacramento, CA 95821-5841
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Shari Petrie
5407 Cold Springs Dr
Foresthill, CA 95631-9203
(530) 367-2867
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Denise Falconer
1610 Central Ave
Alameda, CA 94501-2560



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Sandra WiteckiSandra WiteckiSandra WiteckiSandra Witecki         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:03 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Sandra WiteckiPlease respond to Sandra WiteckiPlease respond to Sandra WiteckiPlease respond to Sandra Witecki

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Witecki
1861 Poggi St
Alameda, CA 94501-1879
(510) 421-7203
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Dexter
286 Shoreline Hwy
Mill Valley, CA 94941-3624
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

If i was in an area where there is a spill I would be incredibly ill
and would have to abandon the area. I am chemically sensitive and so
are many thousands of people all over the country. Enough already. We
and the planet need clean energy. can't you understand this i an
obsolete and unsustainable model. We can do much better!

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and



Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Serena Castaldi
PO Box 978
Bolinas, CA 94924-0978
(415) 868-1018
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tiffany Garofalo
1521 3rd Ave Apt 310
Oakland, CA 94606-1766
(415) 846-2114
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. E. Carden
4424 Anza St
San Francisco, CA 94121-2712
(415) 668-8114
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sally Smith
5009 Hemlock St
Sacramento, CA 95841-3013
(916) 331-3384
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Rudolf Beran
693 Comet Dr
Foster City, CA 94404-1705
(650) 863-5338
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

We are concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

The planning department should examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo
proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in Santa
Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA.
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them to
refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution for
families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, we urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike & Barbara Sentovich
11642 Wallingsford Rd
Los Alamitos, CA 90720-3845
(562) 430-8209
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Harmon
412 N Fulton St
Ojai, CA 93023-2813
(805) 640-0381
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeremy Lyons
1009 N Harper Ave
West Hollywood, CA 90046-5934
(310) 625-8910
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Lindsay Petterson
6344 Beech Ct
Pleasanton, CA 94588-3919
(925) 426-9161
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Stephen & Ellen Rosenblum
212 Santa Rita Ave
Palo Alto, CA 94301-3939
(408) 284-0296
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mimi Katz
505 Sn Pasqul Vly Rd Unit 201
Escondido, CA 92027-3975
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathryn Rossi
125 Howard Ave
Los Osos, CA 93402-2337
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ryan Lyeth
714 Sanns Ln
Healdsburg, CA 95448-3549
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jessica Denham
16233 Napa St
North Hills, CA 91343-5709
(707) 486-8131
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Erlene Benevento
3300 W Cherry Ave
Visalia, CA 93277-5902
(559) 732-8463
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debbie Schmidt
4083 W Avenue L # 168
Lancaster, CA 93536-4202
(661) 718-8448
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Doug Di Giovanni
427 Rand St
San Mateo, CA 94401-3062
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jackie Mcdonald
21401 Sharp Rd
Perris, CA 92570-8247
(951) 657-9275
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Spencer
6201 Emerald Lake Ave
San Diego, CA 92119-3332
(619) 462-1909
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Walsh
807 Cabrillo St
San Francisco, CA 94118-3606
(415) 752-0135
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nance Robertson
1010 Emma Dr
Cardiff By The Sea, CA 92007-1413
(760) 942-1601
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Heileman
1268 64th St # B
Emeryville, CA 94608-1105
(510) 601-5142
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jane Hay
467 Weymouth St
Cambria, CA 93428-2333
(805) 927-3590
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vickie Rozell
720 Ivy Dr
Menlo Park, CA 94025-1556
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. D. Rowe
2118 Wilshire Blvd
Santa Monica, CA 90403-5704
(310) 394-1667



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Patty GreenPatty GreenPatty GreenPatty Green         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:03 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Patty GreenPlease respond to Patty GreenPlease respond to Patty GreenPlease respond to Patty Green

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patty Green
5917 Shirley Ave
Carmichael, CA 95608-6416
(916) 919-7907
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Wayne
xxx
xxx, CA 92354
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cailin Swarm
860 33rd St Apt 4
Oakland, CA 94608-4340
(206) 310-6998
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Yvonne Campbell
1385 Serena Cir Unit 1
Chula Vista, CA 91910-8637
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Smith
59 Harvey Ct
Irvine, CA 92617-4071
(949) 824-7292
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kim Aikawa-Olin
4218 Linnet Ave
Oakland, CA 94602-2514
(510) 530-7937
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Dawson
8640 Gulana Ave Unit J1014
Playa Del Rey, CA 90293-7345
(424) 228-4863
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna Krause
2796 N Cardillo Ave
Palm Springs, CA 92262-1814
(760) 323-0458
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob Mutascio
2554 Lincoln Blvd
# 1055
Venice, CA 90291-5043
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gabor Petry
914 S Tremont St Apt C
Oceanside, CA 92054-5067
(760) 439-7987
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Molly Lafley-Evans
9850 Garfield Ave Spc 49
Huntington Beach, CA 92646-2414
(714) 402-7411
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marci Nunez
20086 Butterfield Dr
Castro Valley, CA 94546-4135
(510) 538-8093
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Barbara Diederichs
12956 Christman Ln
Poway, CA 92064-5832
(858) 748-9069
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara S
Calais Dr
Del Mar, CA 92014-3525
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mitch Dalition
350 Broderick St Apt 415
San Francisco, CA 94117-2279
(650) 867-5978
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marytheresa Martini
15083 Kingsford Ave
Adelanto, CA 92301-4802
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

I live less than a mile from the train tracks. This is a very pressing
issue for me!

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Sally
10210 Farralone Ave
Chatsworth, CA 91311-2714
(818) 882-3462



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Jeff AbareJeff AbareJeff AbareJeff Abare         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:03 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Jeff AbarePlease respond to Jeff AbarePlease respond to Jeff AbarePlease respond to Jeff Abare

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Abare
4916 Gastman Way
Fair Oaks, CA 95628-4908
(916) 502-3967
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Root
564 Hummingbird Ct
Merced, CA 95340-8353
(209) 325-5008
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jackie Pomies
1271 38th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122-1334
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marcia Taylor
PO Box 745
La Habra, CA 90633-0745
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. melody ko
585 9th St Unit 317
Oakland, CA 94607-3832
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Aerie Youn
25486 Bayes St
Lake Forest, CA 92630-4601
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Claire Perricelli
2259 16th St
Eureka, CA 95501-1312
(707) 443-0493
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joyce Heyn
13427 Little Dawn Ln
Poway, CA 92064-4071
(858) 748-2612
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Judith Collas
760 Swarthmore Ave
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272-4355
(310) 573-0086
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nicholas Lenchner
1324 Cashew Rd
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-1543
(707) 544-0963



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
P SandbergP SandbergP SandbergP Sandberg         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:03 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to P SandbergPlease respond to P SandbergPlease respond to P SandbergPlease respond to P Sandberg

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. P Sandberg
32800 Sutliff Ln
Fort Bragg, CA 95437-8503
(707) 964-6311
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.  Let's put the
environment ahead of profits.

Sincerely,

Mr. Randy Nelsen
2642 W Milling St
Lancaster, CA 93536-6442
(661) 942-3695
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Yungert
1550 Terrace Way Apt 26
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-3060
(707) 546-5807
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Dear San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of
Supervisors

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,
Donis Eichhorn, RN, PhD
1509 Del Dayo Dr
Carmichael, CA 95608-6010
UNITED STATES

Sincerely,

Ms. Donis Eichhorn
1509 Del Dayo Dr
Carmichael, CA 95608-6010
(916) 972-9572
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Patton
427 Paco Dr
Los Altos, CA 94024-3828
(425) 968-2208
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pat Patterson
627 Leyden Ln
Claremont, CA 91711-4236
do not list phone
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mildred Dandridge
204 Seaview Dr
El Cerrito, CA 94530-3346
(510) 526-4144
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Hicks
2999 E Ocean Blvd Unit 1740
Long Beach, CA 90803-8239



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Julie PearceJulie PearceJulie PearceJulie Pearce         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:03 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Julie PearcePlease respond to Julie PearcePlease respond to Julie PearcePlease respond to Julie Pearce

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Pearce
21711 Eveningside Ln
Lake Forest, CA 92630-2404
(949) 830-8777
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Fiona Priskich
41 Beresford Gardens
Swan View, CA 90210-5432
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dorian Mattar
1722 Bridgeport Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90065-2643
(323) 223-4367
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Joan Teitler
11910 Van Allen Rd
Felton, CA 95018-8991
(831) 335-8496
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg Goodman
4049 Chestnut Ave
Concord, CA 94519-1914
(925) 864-9133
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Smith
59 Harvey Ct
Irvine, CA 92617-4071
(949) 824-7292
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen And Nancy Petersen
753 Valparaiso Dr
Claremont, CA 91711-1562
(909) 625-2836
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jane Field
780 Funston Ave
San Francisco, CA 94118-3605
(415) 386-0481
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillipps 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant
and unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jill Fields
142 E Cambridge Ave
Fresno, CA 93704-5901
(559) 226-4647
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Fuad Motia
130 E Chapman Ave
Fullerton, CA 92832-1924
(310) 261-1865
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alexandra Regan
1417 Branta Ave
Carlsbad, CA 92011-5603
(760) 438-9660
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Darlene Lovell
721 45th St
Bakersfield, CA 93301-5957
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Allen Leinwand
2086 Casa Mia Dr
San Jose, CA 95124-2037
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Sorensen
2277 Bailey Ave
Merced, CA 95341-9757
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marilyn Sanders
5555 Montgomery Dr Apt 75
Santa Rosa, CA 95409-8818
(707) 579-6930
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Penardi
PO Box 133035
Big Bear Lake, CA 92315-8914
(909) 585-2685
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Linda Sae Jang
53 Moss Pt
Alameda, CA 94502-6482
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Molly Mendez
85 Bergamot Ct
Oakley, CA 94561-2492
(925) 626-7781
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents unacceptable
risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains; current
safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ward Hinds
1769 Bishop Dr
Concord, CA 94521-2008
(425) 335-4351
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. D. Rincon
2978 E Terrace Ave
Fresno, CA 93703-1239
(559) 243-9375
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. M Kay Cessna
2743 Selby Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90064-4224
(310) 474-1679
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Frey
121 El Hemmorro
Carmel Valley, CA 93924-9718
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jessica Likens
8137 Santa Inez Way
Buena Park, CA 90620-3156
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Avital Binshtock
898 La Gonda Way
Danville, CA 94526-1709
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Warren Parks
5008 Hwy 140
Mariposa, CA 95338
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Sherman
1923 Marin Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95405-8116



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
ElizabethElizabethElizabethElizabeth     &&&&    Andrew de SosaAndrew de SosaAndrew de SosaAndrew de Sosa         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:03 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to ElizabethPlease respond to ElizabethPlease respond to ElizabethPlease respond to Elizabeth     &&&&    Andrew de SosaAndrew de SosaAndrew de SosaAndrew de Sosa

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Elizabeth & Andrew de Sosa
20555 Devonshire St
Chatsworth, CA 91311-3208
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. James Merrin
2563 Rutland Pl
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362-1601
(806) 242-0025
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Michelle Pacheco
15341 Moccasin St
La Puente, CA 91744-3852
(626) 391-5695
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. R. Marilyn Wilson
2643 Saklan Indian Dr Apt 1
Walnut Creek, CA 94595-3023
(925) 954-7940
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathleen Kuczynski
25402 Shoshone Dr
Lake Forest, CA 92630-3520
(949) 768-7638
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzanne Salerno
5020 Temple City Blvd
Temple City, CA 91780-3829



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Nikki SachsNikki SachsNikki SachsNikki Sachs         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:03 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Nikki SachsPlease respond to Nikki SachsPlease respond to Nikki SachsPlease respond to Nikki Sachs

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nikki Sachs
PO Box 11126
Berkeley, CA 94712-2126
(510) 917-4340
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Nadsady
8000 Kroll Way Apt 84
Bakersfield, CA 93311-1128
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. I Botthoff
Fallbrook
Fallbrook, CA 92028
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Osolnik
1354 N Harper Ave Apt 210
West Hollywood, CA 90046-3777
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. William Lyons
Via La Brea
Palos Verdes Estates, CA 90274
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kirk White
381 Turk St
San Francisco, CA 94102-3749
(415) 902-1439
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Audra Resor
PO Box 6194
Los Osos, CA 93412-6194
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Dimercurio
1650 Albion Ct
Chico, CA 95973-7647
(530) 345-6905
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. J Perryman
95 Clifton Dr
Daly City, CA 94015-3436
(650) 756-2981
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jeanie Keltner
403 21st St
Sacramento, CA 95811-1116
(916) 444-3203
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Claudia Trefzger
2499 Calle Villada Cir
Duarte, CA 91010-2158
(626) 358-4632
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alex Steimer
815 Bilton Way
San Gabriel, CA 91776-2312
(626) 319-5992
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daren Black
12240 Venice Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90066-3891
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cyrle Perry
639 Miner Rd
Orinda, CA 94563-1414
(925) 254-4625
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Canning
25671 Whittemore Dr
Calabasas, CA 91302-2238



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Diane StoeckenDiane StoeckenDiane StoeckenDiane Stoecken         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:03 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Diane StoeckenPlease respond to Diane StoeckenPlease respond to Diane StoeckenPlease respond to Diane Stoecken

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Stoecken
2815 B St
Eureka, CA 95501-4336
(707) 444-9151
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brett Dalton
PO Box 1343
Paso Robles, CA 93447-1343
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jai Singh
642 Alvarado St Apt 206
San Francisco, CA 94114-3246
(703) 593-3803
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Frances Goff
5311 Corteen Pl Apt 32
Valley Village, CA 91607-2575
(818) 980-4235
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Leslie Aisenman
13808 Eldridge Ave
Sylmar, CA 91342-1705
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cathy O'Leary Carey
17696 Cumana Ter
San Diego, CA 92128-1814
(858) 385-0419
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Galen Abbott
835 Carolina St
San Francisco, CA 94107-2703



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Mary SanchezMary SanchezMary SanchezMary Sanchez         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:03 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Mary SanchezPlease respond to Mary SanchezPlease respond to Mary SanchezPlease respond to Mary Sanchez

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Sanchez
2312 1/2 Sastre Ave
South El Monte, CA 91733-2654
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Rosemary Meyers
11450 Church St
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730-3974
(909) 483-2018
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Elizabeth & Andrew De Sosa
20555 Devonshire St
Chatsworth, CA 91311-3208
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Fishel
2614 Monserat Ave
Belmont, CA 94002-1446
(650) 595-1717
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Hilda Kurowski
1009 Vassar Dr
Davis, CA 95616-3424
(530) 756-0553
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeannette Myers
38 Payran St
Petaluma, CA 94952-3204
(707) 364-5244
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Ferrari
1175 W Baseline Rd
Claremont, CA 91711-2146



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Catherine ThresherCatherine ThresherCatherine ThresherCatherine Thresher         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:03 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Catherine ThresherPlease respond to Catherine ThresherPlease respond to Catherine ThresherPlease respond to Catherine Thresher

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Catherine Thresher
450 Pacific Ave
San Francisco, CA 94133-4626
(415) 398-6000
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Elvira Arias
760 Lomita Blvd Spc 192
Harbor City, CA 90710-4298
(310) 847-6229
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cynthia Ratliff
PO Box 3918
Santa Cruz, CA 95063-3918
(831) 688-6123
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anita Kreager
751 Cholla Rd
Chula Vista, CA 91910-6632
(619) 719-6404
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Julie Ling-Ino
551 36th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121-2607
(415) 668-4669
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am petrified by the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66
Santa Maria Refinery! This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California. It is only too
clear that anyone who supports this proposal in under the thumb of
corporate totalitarianism!

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I beg the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate. I expect bravery
from our people in power. To support this would be cowardice.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Christine Hoffman
2815 Russell St
Berkeley, CA 94705-2319
(510) 644-3244
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Arthur Troutman
393 Gaine St
Cambria, CA 93428-4498
(805) 927-4176
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Lauren Bryant
2915 Hopeton Rd
La Crescenta, CA 91214-1323
(818) 248-6305
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ron Smith
511 Sunset Ave
Woodland, CA 95695-3246
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Seiter
6060 Via De Los Cerros
Pleasanton, CA 94566-5885
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cynthia Wood
PO Box 437
Bolinas, CA 94924-0437
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Albert Loeb
2606 Sunset Ave
Bakersfield, CA 93304-1043
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lois Stuart
20 Bloomfield Ln
Rsm, CA 92688-8715
(949) 533-0325
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jerry McComb
1244 E 3rd St
Long Beach, CA 90802-3678
(562) 343-2183
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Ecklund
401 Calle Santiago
Newbury Park, CA 91320-6852
(805) 492-4827
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Winnie Chin
1625 Sacramento St Apt 4
San Francisco, CA 94109-3765
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Morrie Rudometkin
12711 Pawnee Rd
Apple Valley, CA 92308-7239
(760) 240-7506
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Safety, health and environmental issues, causes and concerns must be
our top priorities in all our actions, now and in the future !!!   Act
strongly to protect and enhance our lives !!!

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,



CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Howard Miller
928 Via Arroyo
Ventura, CA 93003-1319
(805) 654-8025
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rick Nicholson
2121 Park St
Paso Robles, CA 93446-1433
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pamela Merriam
27140 Hidaway Ave Unit 3
Canyon Cntry, CA 91351-4127
(661) 298-1371
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Margery Becker
2124 Oregon St
Berkeley, CA 94705-1005
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Salmon
PO Box 1369
Carmel Valley, CA 93924-1369
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Schleimer
3224 Tice Creek Dr Apt 6
Walnut Creek, CA 94595-3723
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Steven Cook
PO Box 3037
Big Bear Lake, CA 92315-3037
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Eusebi
6662 Santa Rita Ave
Garden Grove, CA 92845-1331
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Dorshkind
515 Nimitz Ave
Redwood City, CA 94061-4227
(650) 368-4589
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lana Touchstone
252 Grapewood St
Vallejo, CA 94591-5738
(707) 557-6540
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Larry Galpert
327 Highland Dr
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-1112
(805) 752-1027
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Suzanne James
32 Redondo Ct
Saint Helena, CA 94574-1251
(707) 967-8316
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Pierre Del Prato
11 Park Place Ct
Sacramento, CA 95831-2674
(916) 428-0827
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Koorosh Shahidzadeh
550 Kiely Blvd Apt 37
San Jose, CA 95117-1233
(111) 111-1111
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Varga
21331 Veleta Cir
Huntington Beach, CA 92648-5326
(714) 969-7713
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rogers WASHINGTON SR
1910 W Oleander Ave
Fresno, CA 93706-2431
(559) 369-7662
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Phyllis Freeman
382 E Duane Ave
Sunnyvale, CA 94085-3614
(408) 746-3612
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alfred Cross
350 Arballo Dr
Apt 7k
San Francisco, CA 94132-2126
(415) 841-0222
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tena Frank
8007 Sunrise Blvd Apt 178
Citrus Heights, CA 95610-1583
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Angela Heney
160 Florence Ave
Sebastopol, CA 95472-3733
(707) 823-3257
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bryan Suggitt
118 Day St
San Francisco, CA 94131-2415
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. T Funck
85 2nd St Fl 2
San Francisco, CA 94105-3456
(510) 665-5785
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Charlotte Manning
630 Broadway St
Venice, CA 90291-6450
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Terri Ottengheime
1443 E Washington Blvd
Pasadena, CA 91104-2650



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Minette PlazaMinette PlazaMinette PlazaMinette Plaza         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:03 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Minette PlazaPlease respond to Minette PlazaPlease respond to Minette PlazaPlease respond to Minette Plaza

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Minette Plaza
1249 42nd Ave
Sacramento, CA 95822-2944
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andree Armand
808 Crestmoore Pl
Venice, CA 90291-4931
(310) 822-4785
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sivan Siman-Tov
14934 Dickens St
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403-3460
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Bazett
21565 Pearson Ave
Sonoma, CA 95476-9622
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Robinson
6810 Kempster Ln
Fontana, CA 92336-1538
(310) 800-5722
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andy Lupenko
8555 Golden Ave
Lemon Grove, CA 91945-2615
(619) 464-0774
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ashley Hall
15169 Lewis Rd
Nevada City, CA 95959-9434
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Blaney
PO Box 1706
Redlands, CA 92373-0521
(209) 379-2314
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ray Bustos
321 E Chapman Ave
Fullerton, CA 92832-2011
(714) 732-5279
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marian Cruz
905 Helen Dr
Hollister, CA 95023-6650
(831) 636-5321
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Simcoe
PO Box 1881
Santa Ynez, CA 93460-1881
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Joyce Yowell
160 Melvin Ln Unit B
Arcata, CA 95521-9660
(559) 916-8575
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Leonard Rebelo
5639 Darby Rd
Rocklin, CA 95765-4984
(916) 435-1667
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Marc De Leon
4965
Woodland Hills, CA 91364
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Skylar Stone
14606 Mountain Wood Dr
Weed, CA 96094-9304
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Yseult Biwer
23143 Canzonet St
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-6104
(818) 346-7045
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bruce Benson
301 Hickory Grove Dr
Thousand Oaks, CA 91320-4745
(805) 499-1606
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Elora Hartmann
3890 N River Rd
Paso Robles, CA 93446-8393
(805) 238-4278
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Manuel Wong
563 N Las Casas Ave
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272-3311
(310) 459-4346
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Wendy Corlis
2528 Charlene Ln
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-1956
(831) 479-4638
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Stellar
937 Patria Cir
Atascadero, CA 93422-6893
(805) 466-9646



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Norene GiftNorene GiftNorene GiftNorene Gift         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:02 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Norene GiftPlease respond to Norene GiftPlease respond to Norene GiftPlease respond to Norene Gift

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Norene Gift
615 E Holly Ave Apt 420
El Segundo, CA 90245-5404
(310) 640-0702
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Javier Saldena
1114 Hopkins Ave Apt 1
Redwood City, CA 94062-1465
(415) 977-5617
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Kearney
1735 Southgate Dr
Petaluma, CA 94954-3001
(707) 766-8683
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan Hall
100 Laurel St Apt 4
San Carlos, CA 94070-2328
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Dowling
PO Box 26
Pope Valley, CA 94567-0026
(707) 965-1729
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jack Robbins
139 Stonewall Rd
Berkeley, CA 94705-1416
(510) 849-4039
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Deborah Cullen
1620 Big Cedar Ln
Sebastopol, CA 95472-5661
(707) 824-0243
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dorothy Callison
2550 Sycamore Ln Apt 6g
Davis, CA 95616-5905
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Trevillian
2216 Westminster Ave
Alhambra, CA 91803-3727
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Modesitt
4728 Mount La Platta Dr
San Diego, CA 92117-3039
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Patkos
331 Melrose Ave
Monrovia, CA 91016-1647
(626) 305-0181
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ray Bustos
321 E Chapman Ave
Fullerton, CA 92832-2011
(714) 732-5279
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Collier
1495 E Hillview Ct
Gilroy, CA 95020-3745
(408) 847-3803
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Engels
4837 Pine Forest Pl
San Jose, CA 95118-5204
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ralph Nichols
2718 Piedmont Ave
Montrose, CA 91020-1332
(818) 248-9689
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shauna Badheka
135 Rochester St Apt B3
Costa Mesa, CA 92627-3031
(949) 280-5102
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Geoffrey Symcox
1565 Palisades Dr
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272-2106
(310) 948-8047
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Nov 21, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Omid Sanjideh
2138 Center St Apt 05
Berkeley, CA 94704-1310
(310) 464-1111
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Nov 21, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jess Dervin-Ackerman
438 49th St
Oakland, CA 94609-2146
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. cheryl davis
6550 Ponto Dr Spc 65
Carlsbad, CA 92011-2308
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carolyn Wheeler
40452 Ditmus Ct
Fremont, CA 94538-3558
(510) 656-7767
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Simeon Flick
2040 Dale St
San Diego, CA 92104-5512
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. ELIZABETH Bjorklund
2462 Zorada Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90046-1746
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Aurora Duran
4254 Acacia Ave
Pico Rivera, CA 90660-1678
(562) 692-6546
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jaia Orient
2909 Regent St
Berkeley, CA 94705-2153
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Benita Cohen
18075 Langlois Rd Spc 76
Desert Hot Springs, CA 92241-8363
(111) 111-1111
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patrice Sena
1010 Locust St
Pasadena, CA 91106-5344
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ruth tucker
525 Canyon Oaks Dr Apt D
Oakland, CA 94605-3899
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Reetta Raag
126 Ravenhill Rd
Orinda, CA 94563-2702
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Breitkreuz
2115 Dove Cir
Corona, CA 92882-3775
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Wendy Wittl
3069 Calle Mariposa
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-2740
(805) 683-1729
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beth Herndobler
385 W Marigold St
Altadena, CA 91001-4209
(626) 345-5593
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Trude Kyle
PO Box 125
Morro Bay, CA 93443-0125
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Daphne Lin
524 Lowell Pl
Fremont, CA 94536-1806
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Marco Duran
4254 Acacia Ave
Pico Rivera, CA 90660-1678
(562) 692-6546
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andre movsesyan
2037 Glenwood Rd
Glendale, CA 91201-1340
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Davis
13645 W Park Dr
Magalia, CA 95954-9502
(530) 873-3288
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dana Bordegaray
21 24th St
Cayucos, CA 93430-1411
(805) 995-2098
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nick Moidja
11768 S Carson Way
Gold River, CA 95670-8108
(916) 852-8297
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Schaffer
retired
6321 W Dry Creek Rd
Healdsburg, CA 95448-9109
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Bolman
334 Ignacio Valley Cir
Novato, CA 94949-5598
(415) 883-8314
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ann Garry
53682 Coyote Rd.
Pioneertown, CA 92268
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Kekai Manansala
3633 Comanche Way
Antelope, CA 95843-2321
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Natalie kilmer
754 60th St
Oakland, CA 94609-1422
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Angie Bray
1040 Victoria Ave
Venice, CA 90291-3970
(555) 555-5555
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. J. Barry Gurdin
247 Ortega St
San Francisco, CA 94122-4617
(415) 759-1846
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andrea Lazar
14056 Valleyheart Dr Apt 319
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-5410
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Lihosit
8434 Via Sonoma Unit 65
La Jolla, CA 92037-2722
(619) 542-1676
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Zovanyi
1075 Cornish Dr
Encinitas, CA 92024-5107
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brett Jensen
700 Picaacho Dr
La Habra Heights, CA 90631-8025
(562) 691-0254
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Teresa Gifford
31257 Moss St
Mentone, CA 92359-1525
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Blood
128 Anderson St
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-5808
(831) 429-6795
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rashida Basrai
334 Ruth Ave
Mountain View, CA 94043-4115
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tom Coddington
7825 Scotts Valley Rd
Lakeport, CA 95453-9479
(707) 263-5534
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Jacobs
148 Fairmount Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-1116
(831) 429-6272
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andrea Kaufman
14529 Redwood Ln
Guerneville, CA 95446-9662
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

California's water supply is critical so it boggles my mind that you
would approve this project and take even the slightest chance of
contaminating it.

We have earth quake faults throughout the state and if one occurred at
the point of a train journey here, it could be a horrendous disaster
beyond the quake itself.  Please use common sense and vote against this
project.  It's not worth the risk.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Dunlap
915 Marvin Gardens Way
Rocklin, CA 95765-4541
(916) 435-9615
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Levicke
12445 Albers St
Valley Village, CA 91607-1612



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Jens BurkhartJens BurkhartJens BurkhartJens Burkhart         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:03 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Jens BurkhartPlease respond to Jens BurkhartPlease respond to Jens BurkhartPlease respond to Jens Burkhart

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jens Burkhart
9515 Abbeywood Rd
Santee, CA 92071-2668
(619) 448-9696
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Bibel
787 Euclid Ave
Berkeley, CA 94708-1348
(510) 525-2628
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kyle Mccauley
1512 Berkeley St Apt C
Santa Monica, CA 90404-3258
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jackie Vescio
25911 Kaywood Ct
Escondido, CA 92026-8408
(760) 443-1375
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rena Levine
3950 Ohio St Unit 225
San Diego, CA 92104-3068
(619) 261-4400
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ulrike Silkey
3810 Laguna Ave
Oakland, CA 94602-3006
(415) 273-2227
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Noordyk
4538 Cass St
San Diego, CA 92109-2802
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ed Van Den Bossche
121 40th St
Newport Beach, CA 92663-2921
(949) 650-0943
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Mertan
5050 Klump Ave Apt 315
North Hollywood, CA 91601-5010
(626) 392-5459
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Helene Robertson
38 Austin Ave
San Anselmo, CA 94960-2908
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ray Gordon
3020 Bridgeway Ste 185
Sausalito, CA 94965-1439
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bobbie Levine
3603 W Hillsdale Ave Apt 74a
Visalia, CA 93291-5628
(559) 733-4650
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Astrid Giese-Zimmer
90 El Camino Real
Berkeley, CA 94705-2424
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. P.S. Padula
4146 Prospect Ave
Dunsmuir, CA 96025-1721
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Jones
801 Tupper St Apt 1411
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-5004
(707) 523-4804
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolyn Licalsi
5640 N Marty Ave Apt 118
Fresno, CA 93711-1560
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eugene Bunch
2146 Alameda Ave Apt D
Alameda, CA 94501-4340
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jenn Keys
L Ave
South San Francisco, CA 94080
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Johnson
5804 Alameda Ave
Richmond, CA 94804-4823
(510) 233-2522
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret Vickers
2388 40th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94116-2146
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vance Lausmann
31475 San Ardo Ave
Cathedral City, CA 92234-3046
(760) 202-4344
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Eliopoulos
PO Box 3086
Salinas, CA 93912-3086
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Boris Yatovitz
220 View St
Mountain View, CA 94041-1344
(650) 386-6619
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ellen Speert
1905 Crest Dr
Encinitas, CA 92024-5217
(760) 436-8912
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

The proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery  presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review,

Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility will
create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution,
including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report
cites increased health risks -- particularly for children and the
elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and premature
death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining process, tar
sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing
tar sands to California will undermine the state's efforts to be a
global leader addressing climate disruption.

The proposed oil train terminal in Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to
the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to
modify these facilities to allow them to refine tar sands, thus
creating more toxic air and water pollution for families along the rail
line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot approve
the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed
rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Duane Welsch
619 Alden Rd
Claremont, CA 91711-4218
(999) 999-9999
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lauren Mason
4145 Woodcliff Rd
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403-4337
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pat Ericson
4558 Live Oak Canyon Rd
La Verne, CA 91750-2312
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Laura-Jean Slykhuis
9704 Live Oak Ave
Temple City, CA 91780-2525
(626) 287-1445
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Fullerton
1341 Watkins
Berkeley, CA 94706-2415
(510) 558-9096
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Roberta Reed
208 15th St
Huntington Beach, CA 92648-4411
(714) 969-1824
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Cook
282 La Casa Ave
San Mateo, CA 94403-5015
/
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Raymond Capezzuto
1786 Shadow Mountain Dr
Encinitas, CA 92024-2949
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gina Freitas
4972 Mount Frissell Dr
San Diego, CA 92117-4808
(619) 672-6523
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Samantha Lubrani
2674 W 232nd St
Torrance, CA 90505-3162
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Stickney
30 Shell Rd
Mill Valley, CA 94941-1550
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jerry Persky
859 Princeton St
Santa Monica, CA 90403-2217
(310) 586-1020
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janice Jones
2612 Tulare Ave
El Cerrito, CA 94530-1437
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vernon Faulkner
PO Box 2225
Pasadena, CA 91102-2225
(626) 578-1709
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna Cerio
1912 Encinal Ave
Alameda, CA 94501-4106
(510) 749-7127
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tony Woods
2010 W Avenue K # 473
Lancaster, CA 93536-5229
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tom Anderson
94 Belmont Dr
Daly City, CA 94015-1060
(650) 994-6489
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob Edgerly
1110 Via Verde
Cathedral City, CA 92234-4322
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Silva Harr
1578 Laverne Way
Concord, CA 94521-2205
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. melinda forbes
17100 Walnut Ave
Atascadero, CA 93422-6619
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eugene Monteilh
622 N Hollow Ave
West Covina, CA 91790-1549
(626) 430-6742
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Holgate
11120 Acama St Apt 19
Studio City, CA 91602-3041
(818) 508-8287
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elaine Edell
5244 Bridgetown Pl
Westlake Village, CA 91362-4742
(805) 217-2323
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Timothy Goodman
12314 Reva St
Cerritos, CA 90703-8309
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Haley
PO Box 4356
Arnold, CA 95223-4356
(209) 795-4464
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Johns
626 La Paloma Rd
El Sobrante, CA 94803-1736
(510) 222-1858
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kristen Beals
2 Crystalaire
Rancho Santa Margarita, CA 92688-8716
(949) 766-9649
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Stamos
13361 Argonne Dr
Saratoga, CA 95070-4910
(408) 867-1339



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Rosaline GeorgeRosaline GeorgeRosaline GeorgeRosaline George         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:03 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Rosaline GeorgePlease respond to Rosaline GeorgePlease respond to Rosaline GeorgePlease respond to Rosaline George

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rosaline George
6233 Fountain Ave Apt 327
Los Angeles, CA 90028-8269
(323) 466-6536
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Andrew Cu-Unjieng
3651 Arizona St Unit 6
San Diego, CA 92104-4050
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pat Fairbrother
3670 Glendon Ave Apt 105
Los Angeles, CA 90034-6226
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Ann Neumann
33 Winship Ave
San Anselmo, CA 94960-2531
(415) 516-9914
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Suzan Still
22825c N Bald Mountain Rd
Sonora, CA 95370-8506
(209) 532-5438
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ed Atkins
1540 Araki Rd
Big Basin, CA 95006
(831) 338-2650
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Martha Walden
PO Box 325
Bayside, CA 95524-0325
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Judd Williams
102 Locust Ave
Mill Valley, CA 94941-2153
(415) 383-3697
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debra Atlas
731 South St
Redding, CA 96001-1213
(530) 243-3401
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nicole Savage
6340 Geary Blvd
San Francisco, CA 94121-1868
(415) 386-2377
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Holly Sletteland
4849 See Ranch Ln
Templeton, CA 93465-5803
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patti Fink
555 Elmira Rd Apt 10
Vacaville, CA 95687-7003
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anne marie Lebas
1060 Los Gamos Rd Apt G
San Rafael, CA 94903-2571
(415) 847-2482
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Stephanie Linam
801 Oxford Way
Benicia, CA 94510-3643
(707) 751-0164
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mariateresa Canosa
1740 Broadway St Spc 2
Vallejo, CA 94589-2229
(707) 655-1987
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Gilgun
925 Monterey Ct
Chula Vista, CA 91911-2404
(619) 422-3266
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beverly Z
PO Box 646
Trinidad, CA 95570-0646
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Merrilee Mitchell
13312 Clairepointe Way
Oakland, CA 94619-3531
(510) 482-5296
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joellen Arnold
2210 C St
Sacramento, CA 95816-3022
(916) 501-8995
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karol Anthes
4891 Gainsport Cir
Irvine, CA 92604-2979
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Klasey
689 Center Ave
Martinez, CA 94553-4666
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Hammond
4205 Blackhawk Dr
Willits, CA 95490-8764
(707) 453-5385
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

When will we more completely understand and then become impassioned
advocates of alternative energy resources?  I am deeply concerned about
the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to
communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Thornbury
PO Box 152
Monterey, CA 93942-0152
(831) 917-7292
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. diane harrison
7700 Portola Rd
Atascadero, CA 93422-3808
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bronte Kass
16383 Aztec Ridge Dr
Los Gatos, CA 95030-7503
(408) 395-0083
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Robinson
28 Boulevard Ter
Novato, CA 94947-3951
(415) 893-0054
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Erikson
23871 Stillwater Ln
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677-1705
(949) 495-1638
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Scott Greene
21300 Via Del Parque
Yorba Linda, CA 92887-2561
(714) 970-6471



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Gayle SidesGayle SidesGayle SidesGayle Sides         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:03 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Gayle SidesPlease respond to Gayle SidesPlease respond to Gayle SidesPlease respond to Gayle Sides

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gayle Sides
5320 Carlsbad Blvd
Carlsbad, CA 92008-4308
(760) 438-3130
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Narayan Rajan
594 Glen Alto Dr
Los Altos, CA 94024-4137
(650) 941-4573
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Please do NOT approve the proposed Phillips 66 oil terminal rail spur.

This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.  This rail spur would increase the number of crude
oil unit trains traveling through numerous California communities and
population centers, allowing  toxic air emissions from these shipments,
posing an unacceptable risk to public health. Volatile toxic chemicals
leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning communities along rail
routes. In its latest environmental review, Phillips 66 even admitted
that its proposed oil train facility will create "significant and
unavoidable" levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur
dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health
risks -- particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart
disease, respiratory disease, and premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County



Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Ellen Brennan
1659 Ocean Front Walk Apt 102
Santa Monica, CA 90401-3165
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Joanne Feldman
7056 Grasswood Ave
Malibu, CA 90265-4247
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Schlessinger
3401 Clay St
San Francisco, CA 94118-2048
(415) 346-2767
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Gordon
420 S Pacific St
Oceanside, CA 92054-2923
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Connie Stomper
333 E Arrellaga St
Santa Barbara, CA 93101-1133
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Meeker
1165 Church St Apt 8
San Francisco, CA 94114-3431
(415) 648-3894
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Watson
701 Central Ave
Sonoma, CA 95476-3938
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

YOUR PRIMARY JOB IS TO PROTECT OUR POPULATION AND ENVIRONMENT FROM THIS
VERY SORT OF PROJECT.  IT IS WHAT WE LIVE HERE TO AVOID. ENERGY MUST
COME FROM RENEWABLE AND HEALTHY SOURCES.  THERE IS NO TIME LEFT TO
DESTROY ENVIRONMENTS FOR CORPORATE PROFIT AND I KNOW FROM EXPERIENCE
THAT MY HEALTH WOULD BE GREVIOUSLY AFFECTED BY THIS DAMAGE TO OUR
QUALITY OF LIFE.  MAKE US AN EXAMPLE OF LEADERSHIP, NOT THE SUBJECTS OF
SOCIOPATHIC CORPORATE EXPLOITATION. SAY NO TO OIL.

Sincerely,

Ms. Francesca Bolognini
PO Box 1639
Cambria, CA 93428-1639



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Dale EvilsizerDale EvilsizerDale EvilsizerDale Evilsizer         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:02 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Dale EvilsizerPlease respond to Dale EvilsizerPlease respond to Dale EvilsizerPlease respond to Dale Evilsizer

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dale Evilsizer
42424 62nd St W
Quartz Hill, CA 93536-4522
(661) 877-2235



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Diana BohnDiana BohnDiana BohnDiana Bohn         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:02 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Diana BohnPlease respond to Diana BohnPlease respond to Diana BohnPlease respond to Diana Bohn

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diana Bohn
618 San Luis Rd
Berkeley, CA 94707-1726
(510) 526-0241
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Angela Orozco
1096 Fulton St Apt 12
San Francisco, CA 94117-1626
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. A Pamella Marks
787 Avocado Ave
Corona Del Mar, CA 92625-1939
(714) 578-0900
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Lyons
669 Kern St
Richmond, CA 94805-1960
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Sheffield
8099 Sonoma Hwy
Santa Rosa, CA 95409-6516
(707) 833-1214
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to MY community and others across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Christina Castaneda
1025 E Empire St
San Jose, CA 95112-1716
(408) 981-8190
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. John Gasperoni
1830 Francisco St
Berkeley, CA 94703-1313
(510) 981-1873
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Loth
25710 Velan Dr
Valencia, CA 91355-2433



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Matt BangoMatt BangoMatt BangoMatt Bango         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:02 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Matt BangoPlease respond to Matt BangoPlease respond to Matt BangoPlease respond to Matt Bango

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matt Bango
1300 Oak Creek Dr Apt 316
Palo Alto, CA 94304-2010
(646) 571-8397
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Lehrer
2251 Carleton St
Berkeley, CA 94704-3224
(510) 652-8654
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cindy Murphy
765 Chapman St
San Jose, CA 95126-2005
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elena Ennouri
175 Orchard Ave
Redwood City, CA 94061-3721
(650) 814-7445
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Cliff
PO Box 1332
Mount Shasta, CA 96067-1332
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Laura Herndon
3311 W Alameda Ave Apt F
Burbank, CA 91505-4313
(818) 560-1041
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debi Bergsma
15376 Rockwell Ave
Fontana, CA 92336-4106
(909) 350-6321
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. SUSAN POSNER
5040 Codorniz Way Unit 36
Oceanside, CA 92057-4544
(760) 330-9926
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Zawaski
2883 Macarthur Blvd
Oakland, CA 94602-3229
(510) 530-2427
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Darryl Wright
70 Elrod Ave
Oakland, CA 94618-2247
(510) 654-9437
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cary Frazee
499 Redmond Rd
Eureka, CA 95503-9592
(707) 445-5756
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Knowles
3787 Amesbury Rd
Los Angeles, CA 90027-1349
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Hilary Chason
4900 Camblin Ct
Fair Oaks, CA 95628-5321
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anna Maria Macarrone
228 Cooper Rd
Santa Barbara, CA 93109-1810
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Iris Lubitz
191 E El Camino Real Spc 205
Mountain View, CA 94040-2716
(650) 969-7799
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jack Majarian
7600 McGroarty St Apt 5
Tujunga, CA 91042-2600



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Frank BishFrank BishFrank BishFrank Bish         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/25/2014 11:02 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Frank BishPlease respond to Frank BishPlease respond to Frank BishPlease respond to Frank Bish

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank Bish
1233 Wyoming Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95405-7353
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Danielle Buttacavoli
7150 Shoreline Dr
San Diego, CA 92122-4912
(619) 993-5903
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sung Chi
Rhonda Dr
San Jose, CA 95129-4260
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jon Holstein
4244 Park Dr
Carlsbad, CA 92008-3638
(858) 790-9532
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stacey Rohrbaugh
15900 Ridgeview Rd
Willits, CA 95490-8722
(710) 223-3576
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Schieding
PO Box 280
River Pines, CA 95675-0280
(555) 555-5555
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Laurie Weichman
11980 San Vicente Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90049-5012
(310) 826-6886
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Bedard
5515 Marmion Way
Los Angeles, CA 90042-4123
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Phil Gardner
43300 Elkhorn Trl Apt H4
Palm Desert, CA 92211-7565
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Claudia Linhares
1535 Buena Vista Ave
Alameda, CA 94501-1258
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Warren Fries
2941 Corte Diana
Carlsbad, CA 92009-5913
(949) 487-0830



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
James VollaroJames VollaroJames VollaroJames Vollaro         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 02:41 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to James VollaroPlease respond to James VollaroPlease respond to James VollaroPlease respond to James Vollaro

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Vollaro
15302 Madrone Ct
Lake Elsinore, CA 92530-7241
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jude Fletcher
1218 Campbell St
Oakland, CA 94607-1506
(510) 268-8984
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leslie Gonzalez
800 E Washington St Apt 660
Colton, CA 92324-8179
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Nielsen
3691 Mocha Ln
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-1594
(707) 542-2452
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Probyn Gregory
10877 Deliban St
Tujunga, CA 91042-1449
(323) 465-8378
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Louise Lipsey
75 San Marino Dr
San Rafael, CA 94901-1558
(415) 457-3847
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jeffrey Womble
11277 N Highway 99
Lodi, CA 95240-6810
(209) 327-1401
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gabriel Steinfeld
693 Spruce St Apt 1
Oakland, CA 94610-3861
(510) 465-3935
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Susan Love
6850 Gunn Dr
Oakland, CA 94611-1443
(510) 339-8899
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ian McCullough
8219 Parkside Ct
Sebastopol, CA 95472-2778
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Also, what happens in Santa Maria?  I have been told that it  takes a
lot of water in the refining process - where is this water coming from
and where will it go?

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Wood
55 Broad St Apt 255
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-1769
(805) 541-1906



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Megaen KellyMegaen KellyMegaen KellyMegaen Kelly         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 01:41 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Megaen KellyPlease respond to Megaen KellyPlease respond to Megaen KellyPlease respond to Megaen Kelly

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Megaen Kelly
PO Box 604
Newcastle, CA 95658-0604
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Terrell Rodefer
13609 Valerio St Unit B
Van Nuys, CA 91405-2797
(818) 780-1331
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Denney
2728 Bancroft Way
Berkeley, CA 94704-1719
(510) 827-8842
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Hubbard
PO Box 70069
Pasadena, CA 91117-7069



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Michael ToobertMichael ToobertMichael ToobertMichael Toobert         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 01:11 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Michael ToobertPlease respond to Michael ToobertPlease respond to Michael ToobertPlease respond to Michael Toobert

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Toobert
212 Mallard Dr
Grass Valley, CA 95945-5745
(530) 273-5054
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Erik Calhoun
7811 Crenshaw Blvd
Apt 6
Los Angeles, CA 90043-4954
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Montgomery
6 Edgehill Way
San Rafael, CA 94903-4204
(415) 479-0568
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roberto Romo
3227 Anza St
San Francisco, CA 94121-3025
(415) 702-0519
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Twyla Meyer
244 Hickory Ave
Pomona, CA 91767-1830
(909) 593-0766
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob Simmons
8420 Hermosa Ave Apt D
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730-3751
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dennis Eicholtz
128 W Sacramento Ave
Chico, CA 95926-4544
(530) 345-7726
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Florante Pascual
7 Redhead St
American Canyon, CA 94503-1379
(707) 558-8654
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Wolfson
3745 Orcutt Rd
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-8365
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rae Newman
2727 De Anza Rd Spc H19
San Diego, CA 92109-6847
(858) 270-3378
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Salkin
68433 San Jacinto Rd
Cathedral City, CA 92234-7702
(760) 328-3026
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Col Dupont
537 Jones St # 898
San Francisco, CA 94102-2007
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Shelby And Vicki Solomon
50 Wildwood Gdns
Piedmont, CA 94611-3832
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anna Factor
670 E Ocotillo Ave
Palm Springs, CA 92264-8430
(760) 325-6346
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Todd Templeton
8155 Foothill Blvd
Sunland, CA 91040-2967
(818) 353-5727
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Rembold
7111 Farralone Ave
Canoga Park, CA 91303-1859
(818) 297-2513
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan Heckman
115 Samoa Blvd
Apt 39
Arcata, CA 95521-6750
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. J. David Escobar
1655 Galindo St Apt 1306
Concord, CA 94520-2476
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gulshan Oomerjee
1649 Casarin Ave
Simi Valley, CA 93065-4514
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brent Larsen
4668 Harvey Rd
San Diego, CA 92116-1016
(619) 876-3839
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pat Davis
5314 Baza Ave
Woodland Hills, CA 91364-1805
(818) 704-7313
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I fully support the following message and have this to add:

NO. We will DISallow it. It SHALL NOT PASS. Not in MY Hometown.
Over my DEAD BODY. I'm dead serious. Don't even fucking keep thinking
about it.

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and



Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leah Thompson
700 45th St
Oakland, CA 94609-1803
(510) 410-6731
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Sanders
2022 Driftstone Dr
Glendora, CA 91740-5388
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Haagens
901 Appleberry Dr
San Rafael, CA 94903-1209
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gulshan Oomerjee
1649 Casarin Ave
Simi Valley, CA 93065-4514
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brett Holland
1217 Boston St
Los Angeles, CA 90026-5142
(555) 555-5555
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Engelgau
15105 Sherman Way Apt 107
Van Nuys, CA 91405-2009
(760) 539-7519
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lanai Winter
2050 Springfield Dr
Chico, CA 95928-6360
(310) 902-9154
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pat Davis
5314 Baza Ave
Woodland Hills, CA 91364-1805
(818) 704-7313
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nicole Beeck
643 E Saint James St
San Jose, CA 95112-1820
(408) 288-6509
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Flo Kelly
139 Ellsworth St
San Francisco, CA 94110-5640
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kyle Petlock
6200 Annan Way
Los Angeles, CA 90042-1346
(310) 709-5210
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cynthia Kellogg
1224 Beech Ln
Davis, CA 95616-1950
(530) 756-7681
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Renee Grinnell
5349 S Quarry Rd
Bayside, CA 95524-9004
(707) 826-2908
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Torres
674 Nile River Dr
Oxnard, CA 93036-5358
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rick Tracy
Lily
Fairfield, CA 94533
555555
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Smith
2907 Shelter Island Dr
San Diego, CA 92106-2743
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pat Sharp
312 Marshall St
Grass Valley, CA 95945-7212
(530) 477-6145
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Erika Johnson
25624 Lewis Way
Stevenson Rnh, CA 91381-1439
(661) 799-7568
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laurie Neill
15205 Oceanview Dr
Smith River, CA 95567-9317
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Matt & Jennifer Plunkett
1059 Rispin Dr
Berkeley, CA 94705-1534
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mardelle Milton
280 Calle De Los Agrinemsors
Carmel Valley, CA 93924-9725
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Andree
1012 Upper Los Berros Rd,
Nipomo, CA 93444
(805) 489-7681
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sheri Randolph
36703 Bel Air St
Barstow, CA 92311-1621
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tim Sullivan
27560 Courtview Dr
Valencia, CA 91354-1600
(661) 296-8098
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Waldron
5241 Hutchinson Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472-5915
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katie Zukoski
1884 Humboldt Rd
Chico, CA 95928-9197
(530) 343-5165
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Russell Grindle
613 Whitehall Cir
Fairfield, CA 94533-3620
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janie Lucas
827 Capp St
San Francisco, CA 94110-3224
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy Lewis
1970 Adelaida Rd
Paso Robles, CA 93446-9776
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Mcdermott
5365 Stonehaven Dr
Yorba Linda, CA 92887-2687
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Darryl Roberts
1712 Gilrix St
Petaluma, CA 94954-3628
(707) 769-9987
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Martha Wida
6441 Shawnee Rd
Westminster, CA 92683-2075
(714) 892-1792
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Alonna Farrar
454 Papaya St
Vista, CA 92083-5614
(760) 726-3020
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paula Plotnick
106 1/2 N Kings Rd
Los Angeles, CA 90048-2618
(323) 782-0946
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

As you may know, this proposal would increase the number of crude oil
unit trains traveling through numerous California communities and
population centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions
resulting from these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk
to public health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into
the air poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest
environmental review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil
train facility will create "significant and unavoidable"
levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and
cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks --
particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease,
respiratory disease, and premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. John Borst
209 Navajo Ave
Paso Robles, CA 93446-2976
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Trisha Lotus
2425 C St
Eureka, CA 95501-4110
(333) 333-3333
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donnamarie Scippa
PO Box 602
Mill Valley, CA 94942-0602
(415) 389-9103
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anne Clark
2019 Avenida Penasco
El Cajon, CA 92019-3522
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John K
111 State St
Concord, CA 94518
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jeanne Pryor
452 Hillsdale Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95409-6109
(707) 537-7627
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Waters
591 Ash St
Los Osos, CA 93402-2503
(805) 610-8960
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Martyn Phillips
2280 Hecker Pass Rd
Gilroy, CA 95020-8801
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeremy Trimm
1024 Foley Ct
Vacaville, CA 95688-9127
(916) 756-5437
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Rachel Robson
1821 8th St Apt A
Berkeley, CA 94710-2012
(510) 841-9524
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Wendy Tico
1716 Stuart St
Berkeley, CA 94703-2124
(510) 665-1722
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pandora Edmonston
4279 Grist Rd
Mariposa, CA 95338-8701
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dolly Nylund
821 Saint Marks St Spc 23
Redding, CA 96003-2272
(530) 242-0378
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Russell Burke
16700 Guernewood Rd
Guerneville, CA 95446-9797
(707) 222-2222
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Nakashima
2222 Golden Ave
Long Beach, CA 90806-4119
(562) 981-6862
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Virgilio Ciullo
6030 Paseo Encantada
Camarillo, CA 93012-9405
(805) 987-8199
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janice Gloe
3100 Guido St
Oakland, CA 94602-3521
(510) 531-6857
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Beckwith
2931 Ellis St
Berkeley, CA 94703-2107
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cindi Lund
206 Estates Dr
Danville, CA 94526-3909
(925) 837-8364
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Anthony Chico
1221 Amberwood Dr
Duarte, CA 91010-2641
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Cristian Contreras
4700 Acacia St
Bell, CA 90201-2603
(323) 773-0483
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lucretia Jevne
120 Loraine Ct
Vacaville, CA 95688-3811
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lauren Schiffman
1343 S 59th St
Richmond, CA 94804-5003
(510) 526-3150
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vincent Dunlap
300 Graystone Ter Apt 5
San Francisco, CA 94114-2246
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lori Conrad
3031 Bryant Pl
Davis, CA 95618-1613
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert McCollum
1337 Bruce St
Chico, CA 95928-6274
(530) 354-6337
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ben Snyder
3942 22nd St
San Francisco, CA 94114-3206
(415) 285-9142
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Cyril Bouteille
960 Bonita Ave
Mountain View, CA 94040-2619
(650) 967-9459
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joan Parrish
118 La Canada Way
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-1044
(831) 438-4323
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margo Frank
11110 Concord River Ct
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670-2835
(916) 214-4662
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Sharon Lacy
342 S Main St
Sebastopol, CA 95472-4209
(707) 823-5403
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Howard Moore
4811 59th St
San Diego, CA 92115-3715
(619) 286-7901
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sandra Nealon
735 Balboa Ave
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-4105
(949) 290-2222
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Anthony Stratton
9252 Rancho Dr
Elk Grove, CA 95624-2148
(999) 999-9999
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dale Mccart
34 Jackson
Irvine, CA 92620-3360
(949) 551-5367
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mariano Marquez III
955 Bay Shore Blvd
San Francisco, CA 94124-2206
(415) 467-2053
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tom Walsh
1412 Barrows Rd
Oakland, CA 94610-2535
(510) 835-1396
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Winnie Shy
314 Drayton Ct
Walnut Creek, CA 94598-2322
(999) 999-9999
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jenya Romanovsky
11915 Victoria Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90066-3215
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Gerber
4517 Robertson Ave
Sacramento, CA 95821-4432
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Rasmussen
556 La Marina
Santa Barbara, CA 93109-1722
(805) 963-4866
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. victoria grostick
1730 Corralitos Ave
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-3013
(805) 544-7988
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Margaret Demott
PO Box 221309
Sacramento, CA 95822-8309
(916) 446-4743
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Dr. Paula Johnson
691 Paige Ln
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360-5497
(805) 494-9660
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Suzanne James
32 Redondo Ct
Saint Helena, CA 94574-1251
(707) 967-8316
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Gotch
1114 Kenet Pl
Pacific Grove, CA 93950-5305
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Luke Asbury
2945 Lexington Dr
Ventura, CA 93003-2913
(310) 415-3488
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Giles
1429 Drake Ave
Burlingame, CA 94010-4703
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Storace
420 Jonathan Ridge Dr
Danville, CA 94506-1357
(925) 648-9694
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Ortiz
25 H Ln
Novato, CA 94945-2610
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Klein
PO Box 180
Hyampom, CA 96046-0180
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Mark & Susan Glasser
3660 Barry Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90066-3202
(310) 390-3554
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kat Trueblood
539 Escalona Dr
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-2637
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Gladstone
1005 G St
Eureka, CA 95501-1830
(707) 444-2720
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joyce Kolasa
33408 Highway 190
Springville, CA 93265-9735
(559) 539-1913
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gloria Hafner
55 Walnut Cir
Rohnert Park, CA 94928-2660
(707) 206-9132
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ricardo Vasallo
PO Box 3413
Danville, CA 94526-8413
(925) 743-8430
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob Wellsted
5255 Clayton Rd Apt 241
Concord, CA 94521-7239
(925) 673-8911
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Elizabeth Sather
8513 Cayuga Dr
Ventura, CA 93004-3135
(805) 603-0697
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Walker
424 E Olive Ave
Sunnyvale, CA 94086-6342
(408) 733-9668
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert & Donna Feist
2092 Los Encinos Rd
Ojai, CA 93023-9732
(310) 306-2839
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Louise Zimmer
3975 Meadow Lark Ln
Paso Robles, CA 93446-4253
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Fishbein
1638 Granville Ave Apt 6
Los Angeles, CA 90025-1829
(310) 826-2635
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karen Stanovich
1725 Rockville Rd
Fairfield, CA 94534-1473
(707) 337-6566
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Anthony Montapert
1375 Ficus Way Apt 102
Ventura, CA 93004-4868
(805) 323-5658
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Curran
3039 Via Vista Unit P
Laguna Woods, CA 92637-2763
(949) 380-7918
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Catherine Johnston
2531 Alva Ave
El Cerrito, CA 94530-1541
(510) 215-2324
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Brandall Suyenobu
9803 Burnet Ave
North Hills, CA 91343-2314
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Hayley C.
2329 Carleton St
Berkeley, CA 94704-3316
(818) 634-3042
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joyce Wheaton
1475 Baechtel Rd Apt K3
Willits, CA 95490-4575
(707) 456-9513
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Lee
3312 Bridgeford Ln
Modesto, CA 95350-1417
(209) 576-7309
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Leah Gieson
350 S Reese Pl
Burbank, CA 91506-2724
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leah Mazel
1442a Walnut St # 430
Berkeley, CA 94709-1496
(510) 548-5676
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Martin Ansell
8715 W West Knoll Dr
West Hollywood, CA 90069-4117
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine Caliandro
833 Shady Oak Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-6825
(707) 539-6954
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maureen Cole
464 Clinton St Apt 303
Redwood City, CA 94062-1005
(650) 365-7276
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ricardo Wheeler
31775 Indian Oak Rd
Acton, CA 93510-2141
(661) 361-9809
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Monica Skoge
661 S Nardo Ave Apt R14
Solana Beach, CA 92075-2364
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Johnna Edmunds
3435 Sonoma Mountain Rd
Petaluma, CA 94954-9201



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Dennis hadenfeldtDennis hadenfeldtDennis hadenfeldtDennis hadenfeldt         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 01:11 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Dennis hadenfeldtPlease respond to Dennis hadenfeldtPlease respond to Dennis hadenfeldtPlease respond to Dennis hadenfeldt

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dennis hadenfeldt
1
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Linnea Neuhaus
1 Excelsior Ct Apt 105
Oakland, CA 94610-3643
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Toni Russell
348 Firecrest Ave
Pacifica, CA 94044-1721
(650) 355-7108
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rachel Sonnenblick
912 Windham St
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-3448
(831) 458-2090
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

It is frightening to contemplate the additional risks to people,
communities and fragile habitats along the way!

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

Please carefully review the EIR since it is being criticized for
distortions.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and



Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Macy
15485 Bear Creek Rd
Boulder Creek, CA 95006-8645
(831) 338-6578
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Mortenson
2612 Del Way Apt B
Huntington Beach, CA 92648-6408
(714) 536-2413
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wayne Steffes
2187 Wisconsin Ave
Redding, CA 96001-2906
(530) 246-4060
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tom'Nrichard Wilhein
3760 Florida St Unit 113
San Diego, CA 92104-3286
(619) 269-9885
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Aviva Porter
1611 Dwight Way
Berkeley, CA 94703-1803
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am very deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant
and unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Talbot
16756 Simonds St
Granada Hills, CA 91344-3614
(818) 363-9298
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Send all of these trains to the tea bagger states. The mouth-breathin,
nose-picking, booger-eating tea-baggers love having gooey tar all over
their states. They vote for the tar billionaires every time.

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,



CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Michael Kelly
519 California St
Huntington Beach, CA 92648-4916
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Mcmullen
2221 Lake Rd Apt 6
Belmont, CA 94002-8007
(650) 551-6408
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joanne Sulkoske
2366 Sirius St
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360-1749
(805) 492-3061
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Aixa Fielder
4749 W Washington Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90016-1515
(323) 933-9065
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Graciela Huth
8732 El Manor Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90045-3707
(310) 649-4273
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Fang
1123 Oakland Ave
Piedmont, CA 94611-4127
(510) 658-3350
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kyle Bracken
12960 Greene Ave Apt 1
Los Angeles, CA 90066-6451
(310) 839-8888
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sean Barrett
119 Euclid Ave Apt A
Long Beach, CA 90803-2772
(909) 392-0301
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jisho Warner
155 Sparkes Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472-5034
(707) 823-1513
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Darien Huey
14197 Elmira Cir
Magalia, CA 95954-9409
(510) 677-6020
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

MESSAGE:  Stop this dangerous oil shipping through our communities!
Thus we edose and adopt the following:

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Rosenbaum
231 Stanford Ave
Kensington, CA 94708-1103
(510) 526-6521
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Rumberger
497 Camino Laguna Vis
Goleta, CA 93117-1531
(805) 683-1445
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Randy Hagen
7393 Palm Ave
Sebastopol, CA 95472-6708
(707) 829-3031
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vanessa Handy
241 Sierks St
Costa Mesa, CA 92627-2150
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Craig & Elaine Saltiel
36 Rocky Knl
Irvine, CA 92612-3257
(949) 679-0450
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Just say, "No" to Phillips 66. I am deeply concerned about
the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to
communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kirk Lumpkin
5505 Macdonald Ave
El Cerrito, CA 94530-1639
(510) 231-5912
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Martha & Robert Shogren
1860 Bloomfield Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472-5405
(707) 823-2521
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Oliver Beqaj
525 Rialto Ave
Venice, CA 90291-4247
(718) 349-8704
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Devendorf
333 Florence St
Sunnyvale, CA 94086-6034
(408) 992-0449
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Phil Winkels
PO Box 2032
Laytonville, CA 95454-2032
(707) 984-8002
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

MESSAGE:  Stop this dangerous oil shipping through our communities!
Thus we edose and adopt the following:

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Rosenbaum
231 Stanford Ave
Kensington, CA 94708-1103
(510) 526-6521
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Cristian Ellauri
PO Box 132
San Geronimo, CA 94963-0132
(808) 428-3233



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Sandy LevineSandy LevineSandy LevineSandy Levine         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 01:10 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Sandy LevinePlease respond to Sandy LevinePlease respond to Sandy LevinePlease respond to Sandy Levine

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandy Levine
974 N Holliston Ave
Pasadena, CA 91104-3012
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Volz
7131 Farralone Ave Unit 48
Canoga Park, CA 91303-1847
(818) 710-9323
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ronald Firgens
PO Box 5123
Pine Mountain Club, CA 93222-5123
(661) 242-1629
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tracy Rosenberg
1904 Franklin St
Oakland, CA 94612-2912
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Topping
6443 Elmer Ave
North Hollywood, CA 91606-2614
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Lambert
17300 Debbie Rd
Los Gatos, CA 95033-8300
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Emerson
15644 Creek Hills Rd
El Cajon, CA 92021-2577
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matthew Owen
2065 Canyon Close Rd
Pasadena, CA 91107-1063
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Terence Fetterman
29115 Loma Prieta Way
Los Gatos, CA 95033-8110
(408) 353-3882
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathy Stansell
PO Box 802
Frazier Park, CA 93225-0802
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Neuhaus
2031 McCollum St
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-2105
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Blevins
1248 Bryan Ave
San Jose, CA 95118-1808
(408) 266-9648
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Catherine Mather
6427 Miles Ln
Carmichael, CA 95608-2498
(916) 944-2829
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cindy Tierney
PO Box 333
Guadalupe, CA 93434-0333
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Palladine
471 E Tahquitz Canyon Way
Palm Springs, CA 92262-6620
(760) 318-7019
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Karl Koessel
PO Box 257
Blue Lake, CA 95525-0257



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Diane ReynoldsDiane ReynoldsDiane ReynoldsDiane Reynolds         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 01:10 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Diane ReynoldsPlease respond to Diane ReynoldsPlease respond to Diane ReynoldsPlease respond to Diane Reynolds

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Reynolds
2514 Furmint Way
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670-3620
(916) 362-4393
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anne Gross
1392 Mitchell Rd
Modesto, CA 95351-4920
(209) 541-3322
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Meyer
333 W Bay St
Spc 21
Costa Mesa, CA 92627-5703
(714) 516-8474
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Franc Fiamengo
803 W 29th St
San Pedro, CA 90731-6218
(310) 521-0551
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Corey Benjamin
970 Menlo Ave Apt 3
Los Angeles, CA 90006-2822
(843) 861-1271



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Robin MooneyRobin MooneyRobin MooneyRobin Mooney         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 01:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Robin MooneyPlease respond to Robin MooneyPlease respond to Robin MooneyPlease respond to Robin Mooney

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Robin Mooney
11255 Paso Robles Ave
Granada Hills, CA 91344-4151
(818) 832-2767
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

***I live a few miles inland and downwind from the refinery. I already
"enjoy" the degraded air quality from the refinery's drift
plume, and if this expansion of the refinery schedule proceeds,
thousands of real properties in Nipomo will be devalued by potentially
$millions, to say nothing of TAX DOLLARS LOST to SLO County tax
coffers. Is this what you want? DO not submit to pressure from
developers and the oil lobby lackeys.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.



Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sue Girard
535 Cory Way
Nipomo, CA 93444-9584
(805) 929-1664
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ralph Sanchez
251 20th Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-4953
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Henderson
5352 Sisson Dr
Huntington Beach, CA 92649-2443
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Art & Evette Andersen
10230 Ridgeview Dr
Grass Valley, CA 95945-4813
(530) 272-2751



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Robert ReedRobert ReedRobert ReedRobert Reed         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 01:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Robert ReedPlease respond to Robert ReedPlease respond to Robert ReedPlease respond to Robert Reed

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Reed
16635 Alviso Ct
Lake Elsinore, CA 92530-7038
(951) 674-5757
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ron Iacopucci
530 S Francisca Ave
Redondo Beach, CA 90277-4241
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Maletsky
20015 Chipmunk Rd
Sonora, CA 95370-8435
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Teresa Treiber
828 Silvergate Ave
San Diego, CA 92106-2853
(619) 226-4521
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pat Smith
741 Acorn Dr
Boulder Creek, CA 95006-9330
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Teresa Treiber
828 Silvergate Ave
San Diego, CA 92106-2853
(619) 226-4521
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Katherine Wright
4 Titian
Aliso Viejo, CA 92656-1478
(949) 305-6548



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Niles MorganNiles MorganNiles MorganNiles Morgan         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 01:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Niles MorganPlease respond to Niles MorganPlease respond to Niles MorganPlease respond to Niles Morgan

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Niles Morgan
2724 Wyatt Ct
Rocklin, CA 95765-5608
(925) 706-2466
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Adrian Fried
56 Lovejoy Way
Novato, CA 94949-6240
(760) 758-5117
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cindy Crawford
22640 Erwin St
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-1711
(818) 325-5010
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matthew Nasser
1920 Violet St Ste 202
Los Angeles, CA 90021-1627
(714) 865-1510
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marcy Meadows
2609 Edison St
Graton, CA 95444-9304
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alan Townsend
520 S Van Ness Ave Apt 281
San Francisco, CA 94110-7320
(415) 404-8112
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kat Gelles
1125 Rivera St
San Francisco, CA 94116-1710
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Susan Harman
4114 39th Ave
Oakland, CA 94619-2206
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Heather Richman
333 Castle Dr
Santa Cruz, CA 95065-1013
(831) 475-1339
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply agitated about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Madeleine Fisher-Kern
162 S Orange Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90036-3013
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jordana Nicholas
622 Blackburn St
Templeton, CA 93465-9342
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Senhen
4841 55th St
San Diego, CA 92115-2205
(619) 287-1498
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Keep SLO safe!

Sincerely,

Mr. Martin Iseri
4267 Bannister Rd
Fair Oaks, CA 95628-6916
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Beatriz Pallanes
2514 W Lingan Ln
Santa Ana, CA 92704-3131
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Wherity
1320 Deturk Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-5807
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Maria Welsh
12250 High Valley Rd
Clearlake Oaks, CA 95423-9324
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathy Bilicke
1550 Sunset Plaza Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90069-1344
(760) 324-3299
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg Sweel
1920 6th St Apt 343
Santa Monica, CA 90405-1272
(310) 452-4443
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Kirk
272 Nevada St
Redwood City, CA 94062-2136
(650) 366-9783
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Victoria Erickson
335 Kingsbury Dr
Aptos, CA 95003-5132
(831) 688-8597
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Howard Stavedahl
1518 Solitude Ln
El Sobrante, CA 94803-2616
(510) 222-5659
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Anderson
1822 Ravenna Way
Roseville, CA 95747-5045
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Another bit of information - I have been told that it takes a lot of
water to refine tar sands oil, and what do we do with the polluted
water after the process?

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary J Wood
55 Broad St Apt 255
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-1769
(805) 541-1906
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kimberly Thomas
9357 Lake Murray Blvd Unit B
San Diego, CA 92119-1465
(619) 461-1990
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzanne Johnson
1814 Reinelt Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-1930
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gloria Maldonado
131 Alameda De Las Pulgas
Redwood City, CA 94062-2711
(650) 366-3402
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alice Weigel
112 Terry Loop
Watsonville, CA 95076-3067
(831) 724-0704
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Darrell Neft
3132 Madeira Ave
Costa Mesa, CA 92626-2324
(714) 241-9387
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elaine Erickson
1426 Frontero Ave
Los Altos, CA 94024-5915
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Rosa
PO Box 66488
Scotts Valley, CA 95067-6488
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am horrified by the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66
Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Pizzo
PO Box 2134
Monterey, CA 93942-2134
(831) 373-0653
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Danielle White
244 Dorsey Dr Apt 52
Grass Valley, CA 95945-5348
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gerry Williams
Potter Ave
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360-6423
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joyce And Henry Moser
587 Avenida Majorca Unit C
Laguna Woods, CA 92637-6708
(949) 837-7822
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Charlotte Gallardo
470 Hollis Cir
La Habra, CA 90631-7134
(714) 879-2575
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tyler Price
1220 Olive Dr Apt 153
Davis, CA 95616-4703
(530) 204-9813
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Please respond to Joyce And Henry MoserPlease respond to Joyce And Henry MoserPlease respond to Joyce And Henry MoserPlease respond to Joyce And Henry Moser

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joyce And Henry Moser
587 Avenida Majorca Unit C
Laguna Woods, CA 92637-6708
(949) 837-7822
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeri Pollock
590 Buena Loma St
Altadena, CA 91001-3006
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Please respond to James MorgensternPlease respond to James MorgensternPlease respond to James MorgensternPlease respond to James Morgenstern

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. James Morgenstern
1720 Berkeley Way
Berkeley, CA 94703-1506
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Wilson
530 E Vista Del Playa Ave
Orange, CA 92865-3434
(714) 974-0417
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Legere
2849 Portals Ave
Clovis, CA 93611-3401
(559) 298-0329
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Becky Geiser
4607 Hinson Pl
San Diego, CA 92115-2209
(619) 583-8514
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Tasker
21036 Shearer Ave
Carson, CA 90745-1234
(310) 549-5491
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. David & Ada Dorn
3896 Macgregor Cmn
Livermore, CA 94551-4970
(925) 449-1205
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stuart Niebel
501 W Aliso St
Ojai, CA 93023-2507
(805) 646-5076
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Farrow
15402 Cranbrook Ave
Lawndale, CA 90260-2427
(310) 880-9205
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Woods
544 Colby St
San Lorenzo, CA 94580-1027
(408) 546-7090
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

OH HELL NO, I'VE SEEN WHAT SPILLS DO!  I am deeply concerned about the
proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery.
This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heather Brophy
1270 Kenwood Rd
Santa Barbara, CA 93109-1313
(805) 965-6240
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mohammad Khalil Nazihi
389 Palm Ave Apt 9
Oakland, CA 94610-3388
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julia Javrotsky
18 Woodstock Ct
San Rafael, CA 94903-4619



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Tamara CibellisTamara CibellisTamara CibellisTamara Cibellis         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 12:40 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Tamara CibellisPlease respond to Tamara CibellisPlease respond to Tamara CibellisPlease respond to Tamara Cibellis

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tamara Cibellis
1385 Pleasant Hill St
Escondido, CA 92026-2331
(760) 310-3773
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lindsay Mugglestone
3023 Deakin St
Berkeley, CA 94705-1948
(510) 841-7859
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joe Rivera
658 W Hammel St
Monterey Park, CA 91754-6909
(323) 728-8033
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Damian James
432 38th St Apt D
Oakland, CA 94609-2739
(510) 601-0106



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Gregory PeeblesGregory PeeblesGregory PeeblesGregory Peebles         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 12:40 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gregory Peebles
145 Cassandra Pl
San Ramon, CA 94583-3722
(925) 404-3687
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shannon Lucio
6232 Monterey Rd
Los Angeles, CA 90042-4331
(310) 749-0680
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sunnie Noellert
2822 Sandpointe Dr
Mckinleyville, CA 95519-6409
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nora Coyle
8066 E Woodsboro Ave
Anaheim, CA 92807-2508
(714) 336-9869
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Madeleine Krois
1358 14th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122-2104
(415) 681-4979
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Leath
1128 Princeton Dr
Glendale, CA 91205-3629
(818) 507-1004
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Arlene Encell
2535 Armacost Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90064-2715
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy Shively
1475 Imperial Ave Apt 360
San Diego, CA 92101-7829
(619) 516-4329
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Forrester
PO Box 131
Felton, CA 95018-0131



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Theresa CoteTheresa CoteTheresa CoteTheresa Cote         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 12:40 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Theresa CotePlease respond to Theresa CotePlease respond to Theresa CotePlease respond to Theresa Cote

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Theresa Cote
20240 Hummingbird Hill Rd
Colfax, CA 95713-9628
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Hall
9462 Lime Ave
Fontana, CA 92335-5356
(909) 823-1749
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Lodin
PO Box 1461
Mendocino, CA 95460-1461
(707) 937-5702
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Luiso
1326 Star Bush Ln
San Jose, CA 95118-3543



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Mary FitzgeraldMary FitzgeraldMary FitzgeraldMary Fitzgerald         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 12:40 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Mary FitzgeraldPlease respond to Mary FitzgeraldPlease respond to Mary FitzgeraldPlease respond to Mary Fitzgerald

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Fitzgerald
PO Box 94119
#1
Pasadena, CA 91109-4119
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Michelle epstein
125 2nd St Apt 308
Oakland, CA 94607-4565
(415) 470-0395
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Welda Graybeal
2413 Alvin St
Mountain View, CA 94043-2761
(650) 968-6877
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bruce Mckinley
8936 Blue Jay Ln
Weed, CA 96094-9746
(530) 925-3112
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Jacobel
PO Box 781
Oakhurst, CA 93644-0781
(559) 684-2515



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Anne AldridgeAnne AldridgeAnne AldridgeAnne Aldridge         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 12:40 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Anne AldridgePlease respond to Anne AldridgePlease respond to Anne AldridgePlease respond to Anne Aldridge

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Aldridge
18 Villa Vista Ct
Novato, CA 94947-3608
(415) 897-7695
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paula Zerzan
16912 Falcon Ln
Sonoma, CA 95476-7250
(707) 721-6869
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cecelia Mccarty
11956 Bernardo Plaza Dr
# 209
San Diego, CA 92128-2538
(310) 658-8900
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amy Holden
124 Quartz Hill Rd
Redding, CA 96003-2120
(530) 209-7467
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Fujita
28512 Vista Madera
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275-0853
(310) 832-8283
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

We hope you will read the following as it is VERY IMPORTANT!

We are DEEPLY CONCERNED about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable RISKS to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. We ARE concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, WE urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, WE urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roger & Judy Mcclure
29111 Lotusgarden Dr
Canyon Country, CA 91387-1841
(661) 252-6187
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Morning Star Star
9850 Garfield Ave Spc 100
Huntington Beach, CA 92646-2447
(562) 480-1818
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Albert Benson
27091 Puerta Del Oro
Mission Viejo, CA 92691-4419
(949) 830-3854
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jean & Andy Danver
13474 Robleda Rd
Los Altos Hills, CA 94022-3423
(650) 948-1692
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Francis Davis
12969 Woodlake Rd
Grass Valley, CA 95949-9744
(530) 274-1259
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Wendt
6 New Dawn Cir
Chico, CA 95928-6811
(530) 892-1869
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marcia Dale-LeWinter
0000 Don't Mail Me
San Francisco, CA 94115
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Isaiah Klein
223 Almon Dr
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362-3102
(805) 403-8318
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christina Rios
5697 1/2 Engle Rd
Carmichael, CA 95608-2377
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Amanda Crumley
1855 Yosemite Dr Apt 5
Los Angeles, CA 90041-2860
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Tiarks
816 N Hayworth Ave Apt 1
Los Angeles, CA 90046-7127



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
GENE BURKEGENE BURKEGENE BURKEGENE BURKE         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 12:39 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to GENE BURKEPlease respond to GENE BURKEPlease respond to GENE BURKEPlease respond to GENE BURKE

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. GENE BURKE
PO Box 95
Woodland Hills, CA 91365-0095
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Edda Spielmann
2503 28th St Apt 4
Santa Monica, CA 90405-2970
(310) 399-0267
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ariela Emery
350 S Fuller Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90036-5552
(832) 771-9972
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Robin Mccoy
18591 Madison Ave
Castro Valley, CA 94546-1644
(510) 889-1516
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeremy Spencer
551 Arguello Blvd
Pacifica, CA 94044-3318
(650) 516-6069
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. D R Spencer
3005 Thorn St Apt 8
San Diego, CA 92104-4600
(619) 584-7762
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Camp
3235 Mulberry St Apt 2
Riverside, CA 92501-0902
(951) 756-8030
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paula Hollie
3024 Calle Sonora Unit B
Laguna Woods, CA 92637-8849
(949) 472-3554
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ariel Adams
711 Cornell Ave
Albany, CA 94706-1702
(510) 649-6983
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Gavin
23562 Lipari
Laguna Hills, CA 92653-1830
(949) 586-0041
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christina Babst
728 N Doheny Dr
West Hollywood, CA 90069-5525
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wes Rawlins
Pendergast Ave
Cupertino, CA 95014-3620
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bonnie Macraith
2592 Maple Ln
Arcata, CA 95521-5119
(707) 822-5413
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Heather C. Gold
35966 Royal Sage Ct
Palm Desert, CA 92211-2716
(760) 360-8785
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Erik Klass
3125 Curts Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90034-3203
(310) 945-8391
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Please Say NO, NO to the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Proposal!

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Joyce Cochran
411 15th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94118-2846
(415) 668-7871
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Gize
5562 Le Fevre Dr
San Jose, CA 95118-3924
(408) 358-2189
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nikki Doyle
4115 Waterhouse Rd
Oakland, CA 94602-1842
(510) 763-6762
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jan Nunes
9731 Royal Palm Blvd
Garden Grove, CA 92841-1789
(714) 539-5929
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marisa Baca
38740 Aurora Ter
Fremont, CA 94536-4464
(510) 793-6566
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jessica Morrow
2619 Water Tree Way
Sacramento, CA 95826-1916
(916) 202-1341
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Dave Billingsley
338 Vista Madera
Newport Beach, CA 92660-3501
(949) 903-5998
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eve Neuhaus
2031 McCollum St
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-2105
(805) 786-4541
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.
The railroad yard sits in the heart of the huge community development
taking place in downtown Los angeles. We know from the constant
disasters in Canada and the US, that it is not a matter of
"if" but "when" we will experience some form of
contamination. We already live with the potential earthquake and
existing draught ,
we need to focus on protecting our environment, building on wind and
solar power instead of appeasing the powerful oil industry.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.



Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beverly Tangen
300 S Santa Fe Ave # 664
Los Angeles, CA 90013
(818) 398-7573
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Andrea Fuchilieri
2939 Wawona St
San Francisco, CA 94116-2725
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Malley
1609 S Gary St
Anaheim, CA 92804-6113
(714) 991-8323
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Christlieb
2529 Tamarisk Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95405-8414
(707) 235-5022
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Robert Meagher
1157 Markham Way
Sacramento, CA 95818-2913
(916) 497-0875
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thorsten & Gail Ostrander
11329 Red Cedar Way
San Diego, CA 92131-1928
(858) 549-7544
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lynton Auld
1527 Mathias Pl
Rohnert Park, CA 94928-8175
(707) 664-0204
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Huwe
116 N Helberta Ave Apt B
Redondo Beach, CA 90277-3117
(310) 379-8563
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Petrulias
23 Silvia Dr
Cazadero, CA 95421-9690
(707) 632-5532
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. J Holland
PO Box 1792
Sausalito, CA 94966-1792
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Adelson
2810 6th St
Santa Monica, CA 90405-4340
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. George Smith
215 Danube Dr
Aptos, CA 95003-2808
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Janet Mc Entee
940 Willowleaf Dr Apt 2504
San Jose, CA 95128-3698
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Seltzer
18408 Clifftop Way
Malibu, CA 90265-5630
(310) 567-8254
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Eileen Elgut
359 Country Club Dr Apt 2
Simi Valley, CA 93065-6690
(631) 209-0158



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Piers StraileyPiers StraileyPiers StraileyPiers Strailey         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 12:11 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Piers StraileyPlease respond to Piers StraileyPlease respond to Piers StraileyPlease respond to Piers Strailey

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Piers Strailey
PO Box 3012
Quincy, CA 95971-3012
(530) 283-2604
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Please respond to Dave CowenPlease respond to Dave CowenPlease respond to Dave CowenPlease respond to Dave Cowen

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

As someone who lived 5 years in SLO (Princeton Place) and has family
who has lived there 19 years, I have a deep and personal concern
regarding the oil terminal proposal.

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,



CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dave Cowen
11209 Paseo Montanoso Apt 28
San Diego, CA 92127-5914
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rajiv Martel
240 Beach Pines Dr
Aptos, CA 95003-4704
(831) 840-4555
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. James Flaherty
2665 N Wishon Ave Apt 101
Fresno, CA 93704-5567
(559) 224-3053
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Zel Helstrom
860 Arbor Ct
Livermore, CA 94550-4713
(925) 447-6360
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Lovell
1037 Via Pacheco
Camarillo, CA 93012-5254
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Pam & Mark Smithers
1819 Vallejo St
Saint Helena, CA 94574-2421
(707) 963-8081
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Amy Wheat
11291 Stanford Court Ln
Gold River, CA 95670-6341
(916) 505-6365
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pamela Letourneau
2037 Zinfandel Ave Apt 310
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-7239
(707) 544-2787
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. J Robert Frazer
102 Ravenhill Rd
Orinda, CA 94563-2702
(925) 254-2776
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Karen Chinn
134 Douglas Fir Cir
Cloverdale, CA 95425-5457
(707) 894-8590
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Megan Emery
1068 E Main St Ste 210
Ventura, CA 93001-5049
(805) 667-9059
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susanne Konigsberg
2355 Sunset Plaza Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90069-1208
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Emily Ward
1040 Windsor Street
San Jose, CA 95129
(408) 691-9249
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Jr.
1221 Ebony Dr
Oxnard, CA 93030-8795
(805) 988-2949
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Janice Boyce
1853 San Juan Ave
Berkeley, CA 94707-1621
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Klecker
415 Linda Dr
Sonoma, CA 95476-5614
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alison Massa
564 Stone Dr
Novato, CA 94947-7502
(415) 883-8301
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jana Perinchief
3330 Arbor Way
Sacramento, CA 95821-3402
(916) 296-0026
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Veronica Villa
11 Beach Blvd
Huntington Beach, CA 92605
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Robinson
21075 Greenleaf Dr
Cupertino, CA 95014-1611
(408) 252-7918
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melissa davis
2400 15th St Apt 8
San Francisco, CA 94114-1270
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Terry Maul
PO Box 635
Tahoma, CA 96142-0635
(530) 525-6931
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alicia Ong
305 Magellan Dr
Pacifica, CA 94044-1015
(650) 255-5074
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Anna Campa
19424 Hathaway Ave
Hayward, CA 94541-2382
no
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzanne A'Becket
21163 Patriot Way
Cupertino, CA 95014-5707
(408) 973-9162
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.  In my perspective
both the potential and the likely risks far outweigh the meager
benefits.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Coralie Carraway
11401 Pickle Barrel Rd
Auburn, CA 95602-9505
(530) 888-1032
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

The proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers.

Problems: Toxic air emissions resulting from these shipments,
Volatile toxic chemicals leaking out of tank cars into
the air
Increased health risks -- particularly for children and
the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death
Communities and emergency responders along the rail
route are not prepared and current safety standards are not adequate to
protect the public.

The recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account.

Examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project. The
proposed oil train terminal in Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify
these facilities to allow them to refine tar sands.

More toxic air and water pollution!!

Reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. This project creates
significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our communities and
our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Diana Vest Goodman
123 Mendosa Ave



San Francisco, CA 94116-1944
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Wendy Wilke
8147 N Cedar Ave Apt 102
Fresno, CA 93720-1856
(520) 323-4485



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Karl LevinKarl LevinKarl LevinKarl Levin         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 12:10 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Karl LevinPlease respond to Karl LevinPlease respond to Karl LevinPlease respond to Karl Levin

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Karl Levin
20959 Elkwood St
Canoga Park, CA 91304-5119
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Carney
Mohican Way
Antioch, CA 94531
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ravi Shah
924 Westwood Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90024-2910
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gail Tinsley
224 Winchester Dr
Goleta, CA 93117-1004
(805) 685-7222
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Robin Reinhart
2626 29th St
San Diego, CA 92104-4907
(619) 283-3139
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Camille Gilbert
1923 San Andres St Apt F
Santa Barbara, CA 93101-4045
(805) 687-2478
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Miles W McLennan
946 Saint Marys Ln
Santa Barbara, CA 93111-1035
(805) 967-0560
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Neva Turer
2350 Los Olivos Rd
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-2039
(707) 539-1220
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Bechtold
4181 Verdosa Dr
Palo Alto, CA 94306-3239
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Robert Blackey
351 W Radcliffe Dr
Claremont, CA 91711-2838
(909) 537-5550
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ardis Skillett
37616 Montezuma Valley Rd
Ranchita, CA 92066-9768
(760) 782-0477
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jesse Soto
433 S Baldwin Ave
Apt C
Arcadia, CA 91007-3321
(626) 391-2642
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sara & William Chialtas
18001 Mayerling St
Granada Hills, CA 91344-2128
(818) 368-0347
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Zorine Rinaldi
1019 1/2 Pine St
Santa Monica, CA 90405-3923
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Francis Higgins
379 River Isle Way
Sacramento, CA 95831-3268
(916) 429-0241
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. June Sale
1455 Oriole Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90069-1155
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Paula Berry
1710 Malcolm Ave # 102
Apt 102
Los Angeles, CA 90024-5756
(310) 446-0779
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Isabella La Rocca
1918 Grant St Apt 3
Berkeley, CA 94703-6003
(510) 704-9521
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alexander Welczeck
6032 Shelter Bay Ave
Mill Valley, CA 94941-3040
(415) 794-3311
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joanie Murphy
6188 Ansdell Way
San Jose, CA 95123-5005
(408) 629-3448
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heather Jacobs
14235 Manatee Cir
Magalia, CA 95954-9608
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Manahan
102 Bendori Ct
Folsom, CA 95630-4615
(916) 984-9876
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Emily Brandt
3335 W McKinley Ave
Fresno, CA 93722-5525
(559) 276-7689
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bernard Hochendoner
218 Spring Ave
Patterson, CA 95363-8307
(209) 892-2185
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amy Robinson
PO Box 10512
San Rafael, CA 94912-0512
(415) 261-1968
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Ashcraft
2104 Juanita Ln
Sacramento, CA 95825-0235
(415) 260-2043
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Robin Rabens
PO Box 444
Idyllwild, CA 92549-0444
(851) 659-5917



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Lawrence FriedrichLawrence FriedrichLawrence FriedrichLawrence Friedrich         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 12:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Lawrence FriedrichPlease respond to Lawrence FriedrichPlease respond to Lawrence FriedrichPlease respond to Lawrence Friedrich

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lawrence Friedrich
4643 Beaumont Dr
Simi Valley, CA 93063-1804
(805) 527-5163
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ed & Gloria Witucki
10720 Melvin Ave
Northridge, CA 91326-2231
(818) 363-1760
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Reid
125 Avenida De La Grulla
San Clemente, CA 92672-4630
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Buhowsky
83 Tahoe Ct
San Ramon, CA 94582-4865
(925) 555-1212
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Eichler
949 Evelyn Ave
Albany, CA 94706-2013
(510) 705-1124
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Branson
483 E Alvarado St
Pomona, CA 91767-4739
(909) 629-8652
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Branson
483 E Alvarado St
Pomona, CA 91767-4739
(909) 629-8652
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Romans
255 Lester Ave Apt A
Oakland, CA 94606-1254
(510) 835-7656
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roderick Tayler
PO Box 757
Weimar, CA 95736-0757
(530) 320-8009
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jake Gutman
1100 Via De La Paz
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272-2507
(310) 459-6009
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

The proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

I have the following concerns:
1) there will be a  significant increase the number of crude oil unit
trains traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers increasing the likelihood for serious accidents.
2) these shipments will result in toxic air emissions  posing an
unacceptable risk to public health.  As you know volatile toxic
chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning communities
along rail routes, even Phillips 66 has admitted that its proposed oil
train facility will create "significant and unavoidable"
levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and
cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks --
particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease,
respiratory disease, and premature death.
3) inadequateness of the safety standards and the preparedness of the
communities and emergency responders along the rail route to deal with
heavy, dangerous trains and current safety standards        4)
misinformation being recirculated in the draft EIR's outdated data
which does not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster
involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of explosive crude
oil.

5)increased trains will also increase the risk of spills which will
damage the  many watersheds of the area, including the San Francisco
Bay-Delta watershed and California's central coast. A derailment near a
river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could
contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time
of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create
contamination risk for the rest of our state.  This water is critical
to Californians and the California food growing industries.  Once this
water is contaminated it is gone.

6)The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken
into account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and
refining process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other
source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the
state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Victoria Hartman
PO Box 414
El Portal, CA 95318-0414
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. B.K. Grindstaff
1 Washington Sq
San Jose, CA 95192-1000
(408) 924-4394
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Price
1338 14th St Apt 204
Santa Monica, CA 90404-1767
(323) 537-6667
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lou Ann Steinwand
1214 Warren St
Placentia, CA 92870-3638
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edward Redig
1575 Blue Oak Ln
Paso Robles, CA 93446-7350
(805) 239-4641
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jack Peters
1519 Ridgebrook Way
Chico, CA 95928-7364
(530) 899-1477
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Nicole Raeburn
116 Wool St
San Francisco, CA 94110-5552
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diana Atchley
1084 Fern Ave
Felton, CA 95018-9541
(831) 331-6053



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Michael GreggsMichael GreggsMichael GreggsMichael Greggs         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 11:40 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Michael GreggsPlease respond to Michael GreggsPlease respond to Michael GreggsPlease respond to Michael Greggs

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Greggs
1475 Imperial Ave Apt 124
San Diego, CA 92101-7591
(619) 402-7152
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gregg Kawczynski
3905 OliveAve
Long Beach, CA 90807
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Barlow
1533 Orillia Ct
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-4456
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Betty Lou Notti
10 Marina Court Dr
San Rafael, CA 94901-3519
(415) 453-3072
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryl Maslin
1412 Saint Charles St Apt C
Alameda, CA 94501-7452
(510) 864-4091
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ouida Cox
23502 Longmeadow
Mission Viejo, CA 92692-1560
(949) 855-8972
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Cooper
1563 Solano Ave # 244
Berkeley, CA 94707-2116
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. George Budd
5619 S Holt Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90056-1314
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Neimoyer
1915 W Fountain Way
Fresno, CA 93705-3238
(559) 229-9269
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shari Laham
11856 Nebraska Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90025-3848
(310) 471-6043
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Knight
22801 Marlin Pl
West Hills, CA 91307-2516
(818) 883-0325
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Debbie Moritz
17 Parker Ave
Atherton, CA 94027-5415
(650) 261-1010
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Phillip Corbins
30074 Woodthrush Pl
Hayward, CA 94544-6885
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandie Minasian
20360 Wynfreed Ln
Porter Ranch, CA 91326-4056
(818) 772-1470
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathryn Donahue
PO Box 803
Blue Lake, CA 95525-0803
(707) 834-2194
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Josh Krasnoff
227 Prospect St
Oak View, CA 93022-9421
(805) 649-8097
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I was in the area when the terrible Canadian accident at Lac Megantic
occurred and would NEVER want any people to have to suffer something
similar.

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,



CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jim & Connie Rogers
7690 Santa Theresa Dr
Gilroy, CA 95020-5524
(408) 842-8494
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Keith Blankenbiller
7010 Summitrose St
Tujunga, CA 91042-1926
(818) 352-2608
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ron Hansel
307 N Astell Ave
West Covina, CA 91790-1802
(626) 347-2572
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Keith Walker
12798 Canario Way
Los Altos Hills, CA 94022-2507
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

For more of the same, visit jwalshconfidential.wordpress.com!

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Walsh
Yucca St
Los Angeles, CA 90028



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Salome HawkinsSalome HawkinsSalome HawkinsSalome Hawkins         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 11:40 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Salome HawkinsPlease respond to Salome HawkinsPlease respond to Salome HawkinsPlease respond to Salome Hawkins

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Salome Hawkins
6159 E Calle Pantano
Anaheim, CA 92807-2308
(714) 313-3814
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Donna Carr, M.D.
1201 Sidonia St
Encinitas, CA 92024-2240
(760) 436-7836
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

It's our health and lives we want to protect.I am deeply concerned
about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to
communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Arlene Merryman
2951 Derby St
Berkeley, CA 94705-1350
(510) 849-0721



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Clark SmithClark SmithClark SmithClark Smith         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 11:40 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Clark SmithPlease respond to Clark SmithPlease respond to Clark SmithPlease respond to Clark Smith

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Clark Smith
2315 Oak St
Berkeley, CA 94708-1628
(510) 525-1584
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine Fenlon
728 Hartnell Pl
Sacramento, CA 95825-6621
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Stephen Walsh
337 Spruce St
San Francisco, CA 94118-1883
(415) 668-7444
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rena Zaman-Zade
2041 E Grand Ave Unit 7
Escondido, CA 92027-3456
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Olivia Angell
4498 Silverado Trl
Calistoga, CA 94515-9646
(707) 942-4550
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Catherine Dale
18658 Cohasset St
Reseda, CA 91335-2737
(818) 774-3312
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gene Kostruba
468 Sierra Vista Ave Apt 15
Mountain View, CA 94043-2935
(650) 962-9547
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Pritchett
958 Park St Apt C
Alameda, CA 94501-5298
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. A.L. Hern
1545 N Hobart Blvd
Apt 332
Los Angeles, CA 90027-4991
(323) 871-0544
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Geraldine Harris
719 N Doheny Dr
Beverly Hills, CA 90210-3527
(310) 278-8101
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katy Crawford
1121 13th St
Los Osos, CA 93402-1401
(805) 439-0122
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ellis Heyer
221 Mount Shasta Dr
San Rafael, CA 94903-1082
(415) 499-9064
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sara Williams
14155 Magnolia Blvd Apt 330
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-1199
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Olsen
4440 Finley Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90027-2758
(818) 326-8456
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Bambi Corso
2558 Hood Dr
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362-2430
(805) 494-4356
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Gallant
3018 N Naomi St
Burbank, CA 91504-1732
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert LeRoy Whitmore
2155 Foxworthy Ave
San Jose, CA 95124-1412
(408) 369-0150
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Quimby
308 E Las Flores Ave
Arcadia, CA 91006-4753
(323) 268-2678
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Harmon
60 Wilson Way Spc 61
Milpitas, CA 95035-2518
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Harmon
60 Wilson Way Spc 61
Milpitas, CA 95035-2518
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janine Bonk
8644 Sunset Ave
Fair Oaks, CA 95628-5305
(916) 965-4325
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janine Bonk
8644 Sunset Ave
Fair Oaks, CA 95628-5305
(916) 965-4325
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rodney Thorn
1711 Harte Dr
San Jose, CA 95124-1728
(408) 267-7584
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Forman
1743 Axenty Way
Redondo Beach, CA 90278-2811
(310) 372-3261
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Smith
1048 Bay Oaks Dr
Los Osos, CA 93402-4006
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Ogrady
9900 Corriente Rd
Atascadero, CA 93422-7720
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diana Kliche
3351 Ridge Park Ct
Long Beach, CA 90804-1201
(310) 542-7960
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Bertaina
7108 Aptos Beach Ct
San Jose, CA 95139-1501
(408) 578-1230
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. L A Lafata
180 Water St
Bay Point, CA 94565-3156
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vera Brown
6 Barcelona Cir
Redwood City, CA 94065-1338
(650) 595-4146
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Breazeale
1759 Westwood Dr
Concord, CA 94521-1233
(925) 262-3809
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pamela Perryman
2025 Le Droit Dr
South Pasadena, CA 91030-3423
(626) 799-0596
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Judith Piper
614 Commodore Dr
Richmond, CA 94804-4584
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jane Merkel
833 Everding St
Eureka, CA 95503-5402
(111) 111-1111
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Marc Fontana
1914 Avenida De Las Rosas
Santa Clara, CA 95054-1419
(408) 988-3610
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katrina Brewer
1 Grand Ave Bldg 170
San Luis Obispo, CA 93410-2500
(805) 630-7559
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janice Ososke
1048 Annapolis Dr
San Mateo, CA 94403-1549
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Janet Maker
925 Malcolm Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90024-3113
(310) 475-3396
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Olive Franklin
27860 Poppy Dr
Willits, CA 95490-8881
(000) 000-0000
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Ngo
1641 Lawrence Pl
Pomona, CA 91766-5454
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathryn Britton
Vienna Drive
Aptos, CA 95003-2830
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Beth Wildermann
17333 Bear Creek Rd
Boulder Creek, CA 95006-8605
(408) 354-1576
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryl Del Vecchio
3456 Corbin Ct
Loomis, CA 95650
(916) 660-9377
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Poland
4802 Glenwood Ave
La Crescenta, CA 91214-2007
(818) 249-5670
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Denis
9542 Markwood Dr
Santee, CA 92071-1448
(619) 449-2281
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Gates
676 36th Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-5119
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply troubled as I read about the proposed crude-by-rail project
at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents
significant risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the already unacceptable number of crude
oil unit trains traveling through numerous California communities and
population centers. I am opposed to these shipments, whose toxic air
emissions pose an unacceptable risk to public health. Volatile toxic
chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air, poisoning communities
along rail routes. In its latest environmental review, even Phillips 66
itself admitted that the proposed oil train facility will create
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution,
including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report
cites increased health risks -- particularly for children and the
elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and premature
death.

I fear that communities and emergency responders along the rail route
are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains, and that current
safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
re-circulated draft EIR does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leah Emdy
2144 Acton St
Berkeley, CA 94702-1913
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rick Burns
170 Rainsville Rd
Petaluma, CA 94952-1017
(707) 763-1978
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Julie Lane
1245 Meridian Cir
Santa Rosa, CA 95401-4904
(707) 541-6460
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Vic Bostock
17 Cliveden Green
Altadena, CA 91001-4552
(011) 598-4431
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elinor Byrd
3035 12th St
Clearlake, CA 95422-9667
(707) 995-6054
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Russ Grubbs
700 Orange Grove Ave Apt 308
South Pasadena, CA 91030-2427
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Jennifer Cartwright
PO Box 3395
Costa Mesa, CA 92628-3395
(661) 472-9164
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andy Fisher
77 Lerida Ct
Portola Valley, CA 94028-7424
(650) 233-8999
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Welch
463 Claudia Dr
Sonoma, CA 95476-5658
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tami Dorraugh
23641 Stagecoach Rd
Volcano, CA 95689-9763
(916) 367-1466
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Breitbard
765 Chimalus Dr
Palo Alto, CA 94306-2712
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jon Heiken
965 El Wood Ct
Napa, CA 94559-2049
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Virginia Eagan
2412 Guynn Ave
Chico, CA 95926-2013
(530) 891-0482
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Pantukhoff
2103 Calle Ola Verde
San Clemente, CA 92673-5626
(949) 388-2312
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Enid Folger
7 Captain Dr Apt 403
Emeryville, CA 94608-1730
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lane Yoshiyama
5080 Texford St
Los Angeles, CA 90022-1721
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Oldham
2712 Verde Vista Dr
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-3031
(805) 898-1827
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Ashton
9357 Lake Murray Blvd Unit B
San Diego, CA 92119-1465
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dena Elfert
1320 Addison St Apt C434
Berkeley, CA 94702-1740
(510) 644-4454
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katrina Child
guerrero st
San Francisco, CA 94110-1563
(415) 824-8858
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Mathews
480 Collinwood Ct
Santa Clara, CA 95054-2109
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lucia Boyle
849 Almar Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-5875
(415) 680-8114
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gail McCredie
322 Hames Holw
Aptos, CA 95003-9300
(831) 786-9009
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Craig Hutton
2554 Hyler Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90041-2949



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Dave RawcliffeDave RawcliffeDave RawcliffeDave Rawcliffe         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 11:38 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Dave RawcliffePlease respond to Dave RawcliffePlease respond to Dave RawcliffePlease respond to Dave Rawcliffe

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dave Rawcliffe
4031 Stanley Blvd Apt 220
Pleasanton, CA 94566-8052
(925) 223-8277
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Flitcraft
1812 Pineridge Dr
Cambria, CA 93428-5840
(805) 927-5388
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Martha Mitchell
409 N Sierra Madre
Palm Desert, CA 92260-2124
(760) 346-7724
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Sandoval
2909 Community Ave
La Crescenta, CA 91214-3408
(818) 275-3393
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. E.H. Estes
1852 Villa St
Mountain View, CA 94041-1051
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Pamela Scott
167 Teilh Dr
Boulder Creek, CA 95006-8543
(831) 338-2757
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Catherine Charest
213 N La Brea Ave
Inglewood, CA 90301-1247
(310) 946-1092
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Parry
1520 S Maple St Apt A
Escondido, CA 92025-6039
(619) 876-9112
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Littauer
1188 Alabama St
San Francisco, CA 94110-3435
(347) 784-6660
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jill Mistretta
904 Sir Francis Drake Blvd Apt 2
Kentfield, CA 94904-1572
(999) 999-9999
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Wightman
224 E Floral Ave
Arcadia, CA 91006-2501
(626) 358-3997
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Thryft
15520 Big Basin Way
Boulder Creek, CA 95006-9341
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Moe Stavnezer
9112c E Fairview Ave
San Gabriel, CA 91775-1308
(626) 287-6485
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Stanley Murashige
811 N Fonda St
La Habra, CA 90631-3319
(847) 502-6153
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Alessandro Raganato
7 Via Lucania,
Venice, CA 90016
(390) 419-1466
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Downs
164 Red Hawk Ln
Crescent City, CA 95531-7901
(919) 333-4746
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Lockner
3710 Hicks Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472-2420
(707) 823-3265
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Phillip Mertz
5332 Bryant Ave
Oakland, CA 94618-1430
(252) 726-0664



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Sharon FemmerSharon FemmerSharon FemmerSharon Femmer         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 11:10 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Sharon FemmerPlease respond to Sharon FemmerPlease respond to Sharon FemmerPlease respond to Sharon Femmer

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Femmer
699 14th St Unit 346
San Diego, CA 92101-7592
(760) 743-2400
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Helen Katz
1973 De Mille Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90027-1705
(323) 661-6697
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Annie Belt
890 Pacific Ave
San Jose, CA 95126-4822
(408) 288-6322
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marion Vargas
3209 La Cresta Dr
Bakersfield, CA 93305-1017
(661) 323-4617
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Douglas Berard
5760 Larryan Dr
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-4040
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Wilson
1536 N Old Stage Rd
Mount Shasta, CA 96067-9043
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Richard & Carolyn Rosenstein
2194 Century Hl
Los Angeles, CA 90067-3502
(310) 551-6558
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

you do NOT have the community's permission to approve of Phillips 66
plans to bring oil trains through SLO county!!

Sincerely,

Mr. Luke Carlow
1 Grand Ave
San Luis Obispo, CA 93407-9000
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Leroy Chilton
2441 N Beachwood Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90068-3051
(323) 460-4880
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Earl Frounfelter
120 Palm Court Dr
Santa Maria, CA 93454-6644
(805) 925-5769
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Maurice Warren
198 Avenida Majorca Unit G
Laguna Woods, CA 92637-6745
(949) 454-9881
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jack Kleinman
372 Sea Ridge Rd Apt 3
Aptos, CA 95003-4340
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. P Gail Chesler
2914 Fyne Dr
Walnut Creek, CA 94598-4918
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Tammy Davis
423 E 7th St Rm 536
Los Angeles, CA 90014-2311
(213) 531-6190
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Lindsey
1315 Monroe Ave
San Mateo, CA 94401-1341
(650) 344-3079
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Youmans
6726 Ojai Ave
Ventura, CA 93001-9716
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Brittany Rosas
3051 Via Marina Ct
Oxnard, CA 93035-2458
(805) 984-0926
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Butler
900 El Paso Way
Hemet, CA 92545-1605
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jan Stark
10192 Wembley Cir
Westminster, CA 92683-5831
(714) 775-3236
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Roberta Newman
300 Monte Vista Ave
Mill Valley, CA 94941-5080
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jayson Smith
2518 W Hallwood Blvd
Marysville, CA 95901-9409
(530) 742-9103
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Charlotte Schmid
501 Via Casitas Apt 704
Greenbrae, CA 94904-1934
(415) 461-1515



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Charles WilmothCharles WilmothCharles WilmothCharles Wilmoth         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 11:10 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Charles WilmothPlease respond to Charles WilmothPlease respond to Charles WilmothPlease respond to Charles Wilmoth

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Wilmoth
290 Napoleon St
San Francisco, CA 94124-1017
(415) 312-0581
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ruth Ungar
3700 High St
Oakland, CA 94619-2108
(510) 531-7511
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Townsend
1060 Reed Ave Apt 43
Sunnyvale, CA 94086-8404
(555) 555-5555



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Susan McKinley RossSusan McKinley RossSusan McKinley RossSusan McKinley Ross         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 11:10 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Susan McKinley RossPlease respond to Susan McKinley RossPlease respond to Susan McKinley RossPlease respond to Susan McKinley Ross

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan McKinley Ross
815 Marguerite Way
Petaluma, CA 94954-4535
(707) 763-4403
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tiffany Solis
33348 Crestview Dr
Temecula, CA 92592-9244
(951) 795-8155
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. ALICE DEHNER
201 Reinecke Ct
Lincoln, CA 95648-8789
(916) 253-9035
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark DiMaria
9037 W 24th St
Los Angeles, CA 90034-1938
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stefan White
Henry Miller Library
Big Sur, CA 93920
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carolee Tamori
111 Putnam Dr
Oroville, CA 95966-9244
(530) 589-0416
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Tindukasiri
1501 W Malvern Ave
Fullerton, CA 92833-2432
(714) 562-9004
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nora Roman
68 Arnold Ave
San Francisco, CA 94110-5913
(415) 206-9552
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Richardson
27024 Baseline St Apt 101
Highland, CA 92346-3179
(909) 863-2743
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Hunt
2752 Lancaster Ave
Hemet, CA 92545-9084
(951) 929-9501
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Barbara Rose
889 Mowry Ave Apt 109
Fremont, CA 94536-4130
(510) 797-2835
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan White
12540 Braddock Dr Apt 210
Los Angeles, CA 90066-6846
(310) 779-5780
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Catherine McCoy
30359 Savannah Oaks Dr
Murrieta, CA 92563-6856
(331) 384-4569
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Please no tar sands oil in California--its dirty and dangerous.

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Hirth
1309 Cornell Ave
Berkeley, CA 94702-1009
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Peterson
1231a 46th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122-1110
(206) 351-3765
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lama-Jigme Gyatso
9140 Church St
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730-2103
(562) 704-4029
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Cox
2200 W Esther St
Long Beach, CA 90813-1028



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Joseph GlastonJoseph GlastonJoseph GlastonJoseph Glaston         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 11:10 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Joseph GlastonPlease respond to Joseph GlastonPlease respond to Joseph GlastonPlease respond to Joseph Glaston

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Glaston
16400 Bubbling Wells Rd
Desert Hot Springs, CA 92240-9555
(760) 329-0814
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Daphne Figueroa
3787 Poe St
San Diego, CA 92107-2723
(619) 222-5267
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Dover
677 Stewart Way
Brentwood, CA 94513-6953
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Renee Bradford
4111 Tujunga Ave Apt 11
Studio City, CA 91604-3062
(818) 579-4318
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Cook
25129 Doria Ave
Lomita, CA 90717-1717
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Siegel
607 High St Apt B
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-5184
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Lewis
18221 Karen Dr
Tarzana, CA 91356-4607
(818) 881-5430
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Schilder
3603 Sleepy Hollow Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-1530
(707) 566-0895
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Singelin
PO Box 934
Lake Elsinore, CA 92531-0934
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Please respond to David DowningPlease respond to David DowningPlease respond to David DowningPlease respond to David Downing

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Downing
9103 Jones Ct
Desert Hot Springs, CA 92240-1136
(619) 733-1175
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Abigail Bates
3706 Motor Ave Apt 35
Los Angeles, CA 90034-6424



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
David GilesDavid GilesDavid GilesDavid Giles         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 11:09 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to David GilesPlease respond to David GilesPlease respond to David GilesPlease respond to David Giles

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Giles
PO Box 612
Brownsville, CA 95919-0612
(530) 692-1581
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Luebben
97 E Saint James St
San Jose, CA 95112-4058
(408) 292-1611
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Leann Dupre
PO Box 17775
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96151-7775
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lani Arellanes
545 Elmwood Dr
Petaluma, CA 94954-6619
(707) 225-6605
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jared Greer
4138 Manila Ave
Oakland, CA 94609-2615
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Shamshoian
18765 Tuggle Ave
Cupertino, CA 95014-3624
(408) 857-6174
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Small
1025 Yale Ave
Claremont, CA 91711-3800
(909) 624-3300
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Hernandez
1402 E Florence Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90001-1937
(323) 234-3872
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Anthony Condelli
121 Janet Ave
Grover Beach, CA 93433-3214
(805) 473-1681
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Luschen
3125 Lower Ridge Rd
San Diego, CA 92130-1811
(858) 259-1279
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dana Timms
1920 33rd St
San Diego, CA 92102-1222
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gerald Kelly
1137 18th St
Santa Monica, CA 90403-5611
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ellie David
268 S Canon Dr
Beverly Hills, CA 90212-4007
(310) 273-2843
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Creeley
114 Whaler Cir
Hercules, CA 94547-1550
(510) 493-0844
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Catherine George
1836 Locust St
Napa, CA 94559-4464
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeannie Pollak
2672 Honeysuckle Dr
Oxnard, CA 93036-6210
(805) 988-1048
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Bruce Cozzini
PO Box 205
Capitola, CA 95010-0205
(831) 685-1547
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Michael & Izvara Predmore
81 Peter Coutts Cir
Stanford, CA 94305-2512
(650) 852-1249
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan Rosenthal
1420 Woodside Dr
Apt B
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-5900
(510) 290-2063
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gilda Gustafson
17641 Grizzly Den Rd
Weed, CA 96094-9225
(530) 938-1752



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Raeann MoldenhauerRaeann MoldenhauerRaeann MoldenhauerRaeann Moldenhauer         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 11:09 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Raeann MoldenhauerPlease respond to Raeann MoldenhauerPlease respond to Raeann MoldenhauerPlease respond to Raeann Moldenhauer

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Raeann Moldenhauer
1041 November Dr
Cupertino, CA 95014-4122
(408) 252-0209
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Quick
7695 Derby Ln
Cotati, CA 94931-9703
(510) 919-6276
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. patrick mulcahey
191 Carnelian Way
San Francisco, CA 94131-1780



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Mara SchonerMara SchonerMara SchonerMara Schoner         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 11:09 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Mara SchonerPlease respond to Mara SchonerPlease respond to Mara SchonerPlease respond to Mara Schoner

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mara Schoner
PO Box 4245
Idyllwild, CA 92549-4245
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am  concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.
I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from these
shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public health.
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning
communities along rail routes.
In its latest environmental review, Phillips 66 admitted that its
proposed oil train facility will create "significant and
unavoidable" levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur
dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health
risks -- particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart
disease, respiratory disease, and premature death.

The EIR must also analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria
refinery, including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and
California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream,
reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking
water for millions of Californians.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo should not approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of
Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. This project
creates significant  unnecessary risks for our communities.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Shannon
1000 La Mirada St
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-3570
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anna Nichols
2742 Cabrillo Ave Unit 314
Torrance, CA 90501-7630
(424) 731-7034
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chad Johnson
635 E 9th St Apt 19
Long Beach, CA 90813-7602
(303) 518-8059



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Kenneth DalwinKenneth DalwinKenneth DalwinKenneth Dalwin         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 11:09 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Kenneth DalwinPlease respond to Kenneth DalwinPlease respond to Kenneth DalwinPlease respond to Kenneth Dalwin

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kenneth Dalwin
1720 Macarthur Blvd Unit 523
Oakland, CA 94602-1778
(510) 530-8349



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Ann GernertAnn GernertAnn GernertAnn Gernert         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 11:09 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Ann GernertPlease respond to Ann GernertPlease respond to Ann GernertPlease respond to Ann Gernert

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Gernert
11510 Riverside Dr Apt 3
Studio City, CA 91602-1027
(818) 579-4952
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alex Stromeyer
5910 Old Gulch Rd
San Andreas, CA 95249-9720
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am adamantly opposed to the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents too many
significant and unnecessary risks unacceptable to communities across
California.
We have entered an era that in which oil and carbon/petro based energy
is obsolete and poses a danger to our health and the future.
The resources spent are much better put to developing sustainable
options.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in



Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Denise Halbe
18865 Lomita Ave
Sonoma, CA 95476-4620
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

PLEASE  - WE MUST FIND ALTERNATIVE FUELS

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Silver
901 Arlington Ave
Berkeley, CA 94707-1928
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Marchessault
4543 Bonny Doon Rd
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-9719
(831) 600-8127
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Mcauliffe
6051 Selma Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90028-6414
(323) 952-6056
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Lasman
9301 Woodley Ave
North Hills, CA 91343-2901
(818) 920-1423
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob Andrews
1680 Main St
Morro Bay, CA 93442-1835
(805) 225-1321
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jason Varvas
24 Muirfield
Dove Canyon, CA 92679-3420
(202) 536-2758



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Willy AenlleWilly AenlleWilly AenlleWilly Aenlle         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 11:09 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Willy AenllePlease respond to Willy AenllePlease respond to Willy AenllePlease respond to Willy Aenlle

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Willy Aenlle
573 Alameda St
Altadena, CA 91001-3055
(310) 922-2394
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Leonard Foreman
102 Germaine Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95065-1114
(831) 462-5772
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ketsa Osborne
2760 Freeport Blvd
Sacramento, CA 95818-3053
(916) 442-4030
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

PLEASE DUMP THE PHILLIPS 66 SAN LUIS OBISPO OIL TERMINAL PROPOSAL NOW.
IT IS MUCH TOO DANGEROUS, TOO POLLUTING AND WILL HARM OUR FAMILIES,
COMMUNITIES AND OUR COUNTRY. THANK YOU.

Sincerely,

Mr. Conor Soraghan
Saratoga
S Diego, CA 92107-2336
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Hall
1946 Grove St Apt 3
San Francisco, CA 94117-1149
(415) 379-9852
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tristan Celayeta
70 Mirabel Ave
Mill Valley, CA 94941-2745
(415) 717-9221
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bruce Hodge
3481 Janice Way
Palo Alto, CA 94303-4213
(650) 494-3941



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Mimi TapperMimi TapperMimi TapperMimi Tapper         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 11:09 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Mimi TapperPlease respond to Mimi TapperPlease respond to Mimi TapperPlease respond to Mimi Tapper

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mimi Tapper
641 Mountain View Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95407-8261
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Annie Trouve
6459 Estates Dr
Piedmont, CA 94611-3207
(510) 339-6459
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debbie Bolsky
802 3rd St Apt D
Santa Monica, CA 90403-1162



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Stanley DudekStanley DudekStanley DudekStanley Dudek         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 11:09 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Stanley DudekPlease respond to Stanley DudekPlease respond to Stanley DudekPlease respond to Stanley Dudek

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stanley Dudek
2062 Elkhorn Rd
Castroville, CA 95012-9724
(831) 475-2388
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. CT Bross
Adak Ct
Walnut Creek, CA 94597
(000) 000-0000
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lizzie Vierra
2021 Irvine Ave
Costa Mesa, CA 92627-2172
(949) 646-2907
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Constance Youens
23341 Red Willow Way
Murrieta, CA 92562-3245
(909) 677-0628
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Wendy Hartley
14711 Banner Lava Cap Rd
Nevada City, CA 95959-8966
(530) 478-1943
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Kadin
13652 Malena Dr
Tustin, CA 92780-1917
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Bill Meyer
24943 Auberry Rd
Clovis, CA 93619-9612
(559) 855-2946
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Patricia A.& Donald Anderson
10143 Stone Arch Dr
Grass Valley, CA 95949-9259
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Ussery
512 S Lee Ave
Lodi, CA 95240-4027
(209) 369-6516
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Judith Thielen-Butts
1036 Sladky Ave
Mountain View, CA 94040-3653
(650) 964-3727
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Bill Meyer
24943 Auberry Rd
Clovis, CA 93619-9612
(559) 855-2946
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. matthew jeffries
1212 Vacation Dr
Lafayette, CA 94549-3243
(925) 274-1558
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Petrine Mitchum
PO Box 1703
Santa Ynez, CA 93460-1703
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Ricci
45151 Bill Owens Rd
Point Arena, CA 95468-0972
(707) 882-3454
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mushtaq Syed
1870 Catherine St
Santa Clara, CA 95050-4630
(408) 260-9013
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Norman Toback
3243 Oakdell Rd
Studio City, CA 91604-4223
(818) 769-3839
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Holly Quinn
1377 Beverly Dr
Arcata, CA 95521-6552
(707) 826-0329



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Alan DwillisAlan DwillisAlan DwillisAlan Dwillis         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 11:09 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Alan DwillisPlease respond to Alan DwillisPlease respond to Alan DwillisPlease respond to Alan Dwillis

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alan Dwillis
15837 Old Glory Way
Lathrop, CA 95330-9396
(209) 983-5059
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ron Kutch
1279 Ashcroft Ln
San Jose, CA 95118-3505
(408) 267-0242
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Adriana Guidi
14410 Magnolia Blvd Apt 1
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-1020
(818) 624-5787
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marie Williams
6409 Valley Oak Plz
Martinez, CA 94553-6121
(925) 229-0945
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eileen Langan
19972 Echo Blue Dr
Penn Valley, CA 95946-8836
(530) 205-9081
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am sure that you have all heard about the serious risk issues
surrounding the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa
Maria Refinery--so I won't bother repeating them.

I strongly urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and
Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur
because this project creates significant, unavoidable, unnecessary, and
unacceptable risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharine Borslien
2110 Avenida Manzana
Atascadero, CA 93422-1881
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Reinys
1219 Francisco St
Berkeley, CA 94702-1334
(858) 748-6864
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ruth Olafsdottir
938 5th St Apt 6
Santa Monica, CA 90403-2653
(310) 475-8643
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Rosman
3845 Harrison St Apt 213
Oakland, CA 94611-5019
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Phillip Randall
22549 Berdon St
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-4409
(818) 932-9315
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Nichelson
1455 Filbert St Apt 112
San Francisco, CA 94109-1660
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Allan Gehman
540 South St Apt 58
Redding, CA 96001-0933
(530) 229-1675
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Peter Childs
3572 Thomas Rd.
Miranda, CA 95553
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Milkewicz
1244 Battery St
Richmond, CA 94801-1807
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eva Nipp
3655 View St
Bakersfield, CA 93306-9775
(661) 872-2432
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Field
476 Warwick St
Cambria, CA 93428-2324
(805) 927-1618
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sue Davies
PO Box 630
Philo, CA 95466-0630
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Rutherford
260 N Midway Dr Apt B26
Escondido, CA 92027-3340
(760) 213-1033
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Walp
1234 El Mirador Dr
Pasadena, CA 91103-2722
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Marc Couacaud
253 Loma Bonita Dr
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-6632
(805) 543-0252
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kenneth Salvo
31 Nottingham Pl
Clayton, CA 94517-1121
(925) 672-1928
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Keith Ramsey
7801 Cowan Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90045-1136
(310) 338-1027
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Charle Hazlehurst
13663 Moonlite Ln
Redding, CA 96003-7423
(831) 915-4927
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Spaulding
55 Santa Clara Ave
San Francisco, CA 94127-1517
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Urmila Padmanabhan
42629 Queens Park Ct
Fremont, CA 94538-3946
(510) 000-0000
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Holly Dowling
PO Box 26
Pope Valley, CA 94567-0026
(707) 965-1729
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

Those trains are traveling bombs.  Our communities take the risks and
the oil companies make the profit.  And, they are trying to slow up the
retrofitting of older rail cars that will make the cars safer (?)
because they don't want to spend the money.  That is how much they care
about your community.

Sincerely,

Mr. Walter Bishop
159 W Alta Grn
Port Hueneme, CA 93041-1801
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Randall Herzon
1819 H St
Eureka, CA 95501-2908
(707) 407-0554
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sally Reason
28606 Pietro Dr
Valencia, CA 91354-2698
(661) 670-8857
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Scott Cookson
768 Val Sereno Dr
Encinitas, CA 92024-6919



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Gina FelicettaGina FelicettaGina FelicettaGina Felicetta         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 10:40 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Gina FelicettaPlease respond to Gina FelicettaPlease respond to Gina FelicettaPlease respond to Gina Felicetta

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gina Felicetta
4442 Bakman Ave
Studio City, CA 91602-2012
(818) 506-4292
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Merianne Hanson
1468 Townview Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95405-7561
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephany Magana
8609 Gloria Ave
North Hills, CA 91343-5725
(818) 810-9596
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gregg & Helen Oelker
3285 Crestford Dr
Altadena, CA 91001-4109
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Essex
1481 Lakehills Dr
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762-3625
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Jacobo
120 W Hill Ave Apt 122
Fullerton, CA 92832-2988
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kerry Ewen
175 Albert Ct
Tracy, CA 95376-1300
(209) 832-1487
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Sanford
15418 Gault St
Van Nuys, CA 91406-5213
(818) 761-9955
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Borcz
PO Box 620509
Redwood City, CA 94062-0509
(650) 367-9701
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Miller
13331 Moorpark St
Apt 206
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-3948
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Deanna Sparks
2394 Savanna Way
Palm Springs, CA 92262-8837
(760) 318-6460
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Inge Wagner
335 S Berendo St
Los Angeles, CA 90020-2055
(310) 651-0338
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Lawrence Freedman
1537 Comstock Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90024-5318
(310) 553-1115
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg Scott
1645 Miramesa Dr
Santa Barbara, CA 93109-1644
(805) 966-5821
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wayne Lamothe
4225 6th Ave
San Diego, CA 92103-7445
(619) 540-3986
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debra Foster
1798 Tonini Dr Apt 75
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-7461
(805) 786-4659
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Escobar
PO Box 404
Westwood, CA 96137-0404
(530) 256-3968
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michele Rowe-Shields
560 Capitol Dr
Benicia, CA 94510-1308
(707) 742-4352
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. W El-Ahdab
4201 Balfour Ave
Oakland, CA 94610-1749
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Alecia Gallanes
4074 Beech Ave
Yorba Linda, CA 92886-3175
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, PHILLIPS 66 EVEN ADMITTED (!!!) that its proposed oil train
facility will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of
air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing
chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for
children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory
disease, and premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to REJECT the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathy Hawkins
16816 Boros Ct
Weed, CA 96094-9684
(805) 320-7468
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Gonzalez
14405 Corte Lampara
San Diego, CA 92129-3819
(858) 538-8458
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Keith Kellogg
33 Edgewood Way
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-2805
(831) 469-4600
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathy Grovenburg
1956 Josephine Ave
San Jose, CA 95124-1512
(408) 377-9021
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bonnie Pearce
3529 Paseo De Elenita Unit 187
Oceanside, CA 92056-4151
(760) 529-4023
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jo Forkish
400 Ives Ter
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-1943
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude oil-by-rail project at
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. I believe this project presents
significant and unacceptable risks and costs to communities across
California. The so-called "benefits", which primarily accrue
to onlly Phillips 66, do not justify the significant risks and costs
which will have to be borne by the public.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. There will be toxic air emissions resulting from these
shipments, which will pose an unacceptable risk to public health.
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning
communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review,
Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility will
create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution,
including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report
cites increased health risks to the public -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for the inevitable accident that will occur
with one or more of these heavy, dangerous trains. The current safety
standards are not adequate to protect the public from such an almost
certain "rail incident". The recirculated draft EIR
dangerously misinforms the public because it uses outdated data and
does not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster involving
an oil train carrying millions of gallons of explosive crude oil.

It's not just the local communities that will be put at risk. The EIR
must also fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria
refinery, including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and
California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream,
reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking
water for millions of Californians. During a time of extreme drought,
SLO should not approve this project and create this contamination risk
for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in



Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands crude, thus creating more toxic air and water
pollution for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria
refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in
isolation.

For all the these reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed
rail spur. This project would create significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate that should not
be taken.

Sincerely,

Mr. Victor Bilger
727 Parmenter Ave
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362-2456
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carl Wirz
6693 Corte Maria
Carlsbad, CA 92009-5917
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nadya Schmeder
1901 York St
Napa, CA 94559-1107
(707) 290-2039
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rick Huyett
21539 Jessie Way
Los Gatos, CA 95033-8906
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gerald Mckelvey
1830 E Yosemite Ave Spc 196
Manteca, CA 95336-5051
(209) 823-7324
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Traci Thompson
PO Box 2012
San Anselmo, CA 94979-2012
(415) 460-0123
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Khush Samra
1423 Estrella Way
Turlock, CA 95382-8633
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stefanie Gandolfi
4211 Harbor View Ave
Oakland, CA 94619-2209
(510) 479-3001
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lara Ingraham
800 N Las Palmas Ave Apt 105
Los Angeles, CA 90038-3531
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Darla Sadler
86 Carlyn Ave
Campbell, CA 95008-1914
(408) 459-8660
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lydia Caronna-Craig
6201 Florin Perkins Rd
Sacramento, CA 95828-1012
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Krikourian
4100 Milano Ct
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762-6914
(916) 939-6681
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elizabeth Milliken
1256 Hudson Ave
Saint Helena, CA 94574-1920
(707) 963-8754
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Shapira
70 Dunfries Ter
San Rafael, CA 94901-2439
(415) 499-1781
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Yvonne Roussel
1075 Memory Ln
Escondido, CA 92026-1722
(760) 738-9198



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Gary CarpenterGary CarpenterGary CarpenterGary Carpenter         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 10:40 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Gary CarpenterPlease respond to Gary CarpenterPlease respond to Gary CarpenterPlease respond to Gary Carpenter

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Carpenter
2707 Belmont Canyon Rd
Belmont, CA 94002-1204
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Erin Diehm
2316 Jefferson Ave
Berkeley, CA 94703-1620
(510) 666-0662
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Phillip Mosoff
PO Box 22541
Carmel, CA 93922-0541
(831) 625-0380
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Zak
PO Box 177
Forestville, CA 95436-0177
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marsha Stokes
1714 Royal Oaks Dr
Duarte, CA 91010-1840
(626) 358-9625
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marjorie Burnham
PO Box 4059
Paradise, CA 95967-4059
(530) 876-9211
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Fred Payne
PO Box 100
Forest Knolls, CA 94933-0100
(510) 926-9579



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Heide BenvenisteHeide BenvenisteHeide BenvenisteHeide Benveniste         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 10:40 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Heide BenvenistePlease respond to Heide BenvenistePlease respond to Heide BenvenistePlease respond to Heide Benveniste

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heide Benveniste
1329 S Saltair Ave Apt 4
Los Angeles, CA 90025-1329
(310) 478-9401
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Valerie Ross
11876 Calle Deposito
El Cajon, CA 92019-4001
(619) 660-8046
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ann Graves
1619 137th Ave
San Leandro, CA 94578-1603
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Grant
Bodega
Bodega, CA 94922-0265
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Swanson
7915 Bacon Rd
Whittier, CA 90602-2737
(562) 693-4838
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Chris Leverich
7600 W Manchester Ave Apt 450
Playa Del Rey, CA 90293-8919
(310) 641-1955
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Swanson
7915 Bacon Rd
Whittier, CA 90602-2737
(562) 693-4838
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Maury Swoveland
23761 Saint Elena
Mission Viejo, CA 92691-3604
(949) 370-0558
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Blaise Brockman
370 Campus Dr
Arcadia, CA 91007-6917
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nadya Schmeder
1901 York St
Napa, CA 94559-1107
(707) 255-5830
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Porter
1870 Newport Ave
Pasadena, CA 91103-1445
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Nancy Tulley
19841 Riverview Dr
Fort Bragg, CA 95437-5033
(707) 964-0893
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sarah Macdonald
3262 Central Ave
Alameda, CA 94501-3109
(510) 521-1283
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jerry And Mary Lee Martin
1450 Tunnel Rd
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-2139
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes.

In its latest environmental review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its
proposed oil train facility will create "significant and
unavoidable" levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur
dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health
risks -- particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart
disease, respiratory disease and premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the reasons outlined above, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

With the massive and critical negatives associated with this proposal
and no real benefits to anyone but Phillips 66, rejecting the proposed
project is the only responsible course of action.  Please act to
protect our California communities, people and environment from this
disastrous project.

Thank you for your attention.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marcy Vincent
1957 W Summerland St
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275-1325
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

WE DON'T NEED ANOTHER LYNCHBURG HERE. IN FACT, AMERICA DOSN'T NEED
ANOTHER LYNCHBURG ANYWHERE.I am deeply concerned about the proposed
crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This
project presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Richman
4229 21st St
San Francisco, CA 94114-2721
(415) 647-4449



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
christel cappschristel cappschristel cappschristel capps         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 10:40 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to christel cappsPlease respond to christel cappsPlease respond to christel cappsPlease respond to christel capps

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. christel capps
574 Blairburry Way
San Jose, CA 95123-1303
(408) 281-0276
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

This important report also defines the oil industry's not-so-subtle
refusal to use best available control technology, or apply best
practices at multiple oil refineries in U.S (including California) !!.,
Instead, US regulators currently allow the oil industry to skimp on
feasible mitigation (requiring use of NEW upgraded crude oil train cars
!    FACTS in this important new report are crucial NEW EVIDENCE of oil
industry's  insincere and false gesture that industry's 'self
regulating' culture provides sufficient margins to 'protect public
health and safety', elsewhere in U.S., and in California's refinery and
rail connections.

In California, I am among many others who urge SLO Planning Commisssion
to reject Philips 66 Santa Maria oil terminal proposal !!    Altho I
live in San Diego County, I imagine Phillips 66 (and other oil giants)
already have plans for large oil terminal locations all over
California, including southern California.   I grew up in LA County,
and still have many friends and my family living, and breathing in high
pollution environments near existing refineries in, or near San Pedro,
Wilmington, Long Beach, Huntington Beach, and all the way to Mexico.
This is also a VERY LARGE community that deserve(s) protection from an
oil industry that puts profit margins over public safety margin(s).
They've all made their obscene profits (including in southern CA since
the early 20th century), yet still receive ridiculous tax breaks.
Public health & safety in unprotected communities have resulted in
catastophic events time after time, even tho oil industry 'experts' all
claim that probabilities of accidents are so remote, and the industry's
defense in depth systems are so robust.    All are claims unsupported
by evidence in the public record, and at the  extreme expense of local
communities threatened by oil industry's absolute failures to protect
public health & safety.    Examples abound .... like most recently



... Richmond, CA?

Let's just imagine, or require oil industry to self report all
historical events, accidents, incidents, 'unexpected' events, speed
excess accidents, mechanical failure accidents, human error caused
accidents, training deficiency accidents.

For any other potential terminal proposal location(s) especially in
California, the oil industry needs to step up, and upgrade
infrastructure, upgrade mitigation measures, emergency planning, first
responders education/training, and equipment, and provide FUNDING TO
SUPPORT SAFER methods to transport oil by rail, without sacrificing
public health and safety, or the welfare of first responders at every
level, and volunteers.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Borchmann
1141 Carrotwood Gln
Escondido, CA 92026-2353
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Shawn Britton
1134 Pomeroy Ave
Santa Clara, CA 95051-4424
(408) 551-0722
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. M. Canter
167 Blackfield Dr
Tiburon, CA 94920-2036
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Diane Messick
3016 Lexington Ct # 205
Marina, CA 93933-4737
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carl Schloetel
207 W Los Angeles Ave # 241
Moorpark, CA 93021-1824
(805) 552-0073
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Christine Bourg
4512 2nd St
Pleasanton, CA 94566-7338
(925) 846-9721
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Bergen
15752 Zeigler Ct
Ramona, CA 92065-4947
(760) 788-4337



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Thomas JodanThomas JodanThomas JodanThomas Jodan         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 10:40 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Thomas JodanPlease respond to Thomas JodanPlease respond to Thomas JodanPlease respond to Thomas Jodan

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Jodan
474 Churchill Ave
Palo Alto, CA 94301-3603
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gemma Geluz
2929 Juniper St
Fairfield, CA 94533-1469
(707) 422-8398
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Carey
1238 Seaward Dr
Santa Maria, CA 93454-1567
(805) 928-1190
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Douglas Johnson
1783 Revere Ave
San Francisco, CA 94124-2345
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

The proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery is ill advised. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Floyd O'Brien
33 W Alder St
Stockton, CA 95204-5701
(209) 466-9159
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Carey
1238 Seaward Dr
Santa Maria, CA 93454-1567
(805) 928-1190
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Good
1604 Reliez Valley Rd
Lafayette, CA 94549-2129
(925) 938-1267
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Summers
6522 Sutter Ave
Carmichael, CA 95608-2727
(916) 944-0184
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Zora Kolkey
PO Box 640484
San Francisco, CA 94164-0484
(415) 474-6707
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Waller
23428 Canzonet St
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-6013
(818) 346-5152
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wallace Rhine
22401 Fort Ross Rd
Cazadero, CA 95421-9704
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Terry & Mr. Martin Horwitz
1326 23rd Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122-1608
(415) 504-6994
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cynthia Baer
4731 Noeline Ave
Encino, CA 91436-2105
(818) 298-2692
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wesley Keebler
15442 La Maida St
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403-1043
(818) 599-6760
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. George Wood
398 Washington Ave
Ukiah, CA 95482-8340
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Hewett
7779 Veragua Dr
Playa Del Rey, CA 90293-7942
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Arthur W. Lynn
11263 Cement Hill Rd
Nevada City, CA 95959-9704
(530) 478-1956
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Foster
2426 Shadyridge Ave
Escondido, CA 92029-5312
(760) 747-6872
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Martin
2780 Bromley Dr
San Carlos, CA 94070-4316
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carl Fagerskog
280 Tawnee Way
Crescent City, CA 95531-5143
(707) 388-3003
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Jacobson
PO Box 129
Yosemite National Park, CA 95389-0129
(786) 355-6293
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dana Dodge
36648 Magnolia St
Newark, CA 94560-2936
(510) 555-5555
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ted Fishman
790 Villa Teresa Way
San Jose, CA 95123-2639
(408) 224-8441
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Vallejo
8040 Colonial Dr
Stockton, CA 95209-2311
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dave Ogilvie
3435 Richland Dr Apt 14
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-3250
(805) 687-4268
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matt Michaelis
1770 17th Ave Spc 66
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-1854
(831) 435-6990
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Changus
7862 Camino Aguila
San Diego, CA 92122-1915
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank Cannon
PO Box 14581
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96151-4581
(530) 541-2468
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Wigon
3231 Geri Ct
Rosamond, CA 93560-6330
(916) 533-5859
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lee Robinson
1935 Hickok Rd
El Dorado Hls, CA 95762-9747
(916) 941-9826
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melissa Buchanan
1300 Spyglass Pkwy
Vallejo, CA 94591-6928
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susanne Plopper
PO Box 395
Chester, CA 96020-0395
(530) 902-9038
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Havassy
5940 Thornhill Dr
Oakland, CA 94611-2149
(510) 339-3043
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Lorch
23733 Posey Ln
Canoga Park, CA 91304-5237
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dawn Moore
7400 Midfield Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90045-3230
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ray Shannon
164 Bronze Way
Vista, CA 92083-4437
(760) 726-2013
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alan Gonzalez
PO Box 15616
Long Beach, CA 90815-0616
(714) 377-9302
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carl Wirz
6693 Corte Maria
Carlsbad, CA 92009-5917
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynne Jones
24701 Raymond Way Spc 174
Lake Forest, CA 92630-4716
(949) 837-1085
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jesse Agbayani
2748 35th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94116-2814
(415) 661-2795
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carole Hakak
306 N Oakhurst Dr
Beverly Hills, CA 90210-4924
(310) 275-7752
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Laura Kielman
2100 27th St Apt 5
Sacramento, CA 95818-1947
(916) 736-2305
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

We are deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. We are concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, we urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, we urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dudley and Candace Campbell
13167 Ortley Pl
Valley Glen, CA 91401-1329
(818) 762-4331
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Trent Myers
829 I Ave
Coronado, CA 92118-2447
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nicholas Pierotti
5070 Trenary Way
San Jose, CA 95118-2626
(785) 856-5929
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Virginia Kennedy
1854 Grand Oaks Ave
Altadena, CA 91001-3614
(626) 345-1489
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marsha Malone
13228 Roswell Ave
Chino, CA 91710-4770
(909) 590-9519
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Avis Boutell
50 Bernal Ave
Moss Beach, CA 94038-9789
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Steiner
2440 McCready Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90039-3331
(323) 666-6630
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Graham
203 Roberts St
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4639
(831) 425-1642
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pela Tomasello
621 Windham St
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-2543
(831) 427-2870
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Boris Price
1631 Florida St
San Francisco, CA 94110-4815
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Kemper
1388 California St # 404a
San Francisco, CA 94109-4915
(415) 776-5657
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Meghan Tracy
3456 Hackett Ave
Long Beach, CA 90808-2901
(562) 493-4046
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Hakeem Holloway
1208 W 30th St
Los Angeles, CA 90007-3104
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Roberta Holt
2251 Lido Cir
Stockton, CA 95207-6017
(209) 472-1242
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tree Wright
2335 Hidalgo Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90039-3633
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. The toxic air emissions resulting from these shipments, would
pose an unacceptable risk to public health. Volatile toxic chemicals
leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning communities along rail
routes.

In its latest environmental review, Phillips 66 admitted that its
proposed oil train facility will create "significant and
unavoidable" levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur
dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health
risks -- particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart
disease, respiratory disease, and premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Madeleine Berke
PO Box 311
Monte Rio, CA 95462-0311
(707) 865-2506
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rod Stelter
831 Stoneman Way
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762-4217
(916) 803-8132
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Benavides
3637 Gallagher Cir
Antioch, CA 94509-5935
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Hank Ramirez
4823 Mansfield St
San Diego, CA 92116-1979
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Leslie Mercer
PO Box 1805
Sonoma, CA 95476-1805
(707) 287-0713
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Virginia Mariposa
4708 Chandler St
Santa Barbara, CA 93110-1912
(805) 967-7399
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Lou Copp
1075 Space Park Way Spc 87
Mountain View, CA 94043-1435
(650) 326-3991
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Renee Locks
325 Richardson Way
Mill Valley, CA 94941-4051
(415) 383-3491
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Johnson
1542 Kent Ave
Escondido, CA 92027-1422
(760) 738-6888
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jade English
7485 Rush River Dr
Sacramento, CA 95831-5259
(808) 875-3711
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Bonnie Behre
739 36th Ave Apt 101
San Francisco, CA 94121-3456
(415) 592-8320
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Charles Plopper
PO Box 395
Chester, CA 96020-0395
(530) 284-7414
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lorraine Hall
20480 Woodbury Dr
Grass Valley, CA 95949-9519
(530) 346-6812
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Manuel Castaneda
1320 S Broadmoor Ave
West Covina, CA 91790-3948
(626) 960-2301
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bernabe Contreras
60 Sierra Madre Blvd
Arcadia, CA 91006-1637
(626) 355-6842
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katie Shepard
8125 Quiet Knolls Dr
Antelope, CA 95843-4838
(916) 348-9711
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Arlene Stevens
8451 Montpelier Way
Sacramento, CA 95823-7231
(916) 222-5154
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tim Mancini
PO Box 156
Albion, CA 95410-0156
(707) 937-2023
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

NO MORE FRACKING IN CALIFORNIA!

Sincerely,

Ms. Shirley Cofresi
PO Box 468
Applegate, CA 95703-0468
(530) 878-8100
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ron Partridge
6490 Twin Circle Ln Unit 3
Simi Valley, CA 93063-6409
(805) 579-9093
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Pierszalowski
1257 Shell Ave
Pacific Grove, CA 93950-2041
(831) 646-9172
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Sloan
10376 Almayo Ave Apt 5
Los Angeles, CA 90064-2679
(310) 277-4845
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dena Schwimmer
1227 S Genesee Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90019-2407
(323) 935-4139
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Diana Arntz
18399 Half Moon St
Sonoma, CA 95476-4865
(707) 996-3271
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery, a source of pollution which already
undermines the public's health and safety. This project presents
significant and unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jewell Spalding
27647 Fairview Ave
Hayward, CA 94542-2219
(510) 889-5816
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Cohen
8080 Warren Ct
Granite Bay, CA 95746-8704
(916) 768-6046
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Rowland
PO Box 76154
Los Angeles, CA 90076-0154
(310) 770-8904
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. George Hughes
40 Clancy Ln S
Rancho Mirage, CA 92270-4529
(760) 954-2257
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Geoffrey Quinsey
300 W 6th Ave
Chico, CA 95926-3102
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kim Forrest
784 Bluff Dr
Los Banos, CA 93635-5161
(209) 826-3508
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jack Waldorf
1520 Senimi Cir
Ceres, CA 95307-1607
(209) 538-0708
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Fuller
PO Box 967
Cotati, CA 94931-0967
(707) 823-4121
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jane Britton
1176 Rimer Dr
Moraga, CA 94556-1725
(925) 631-0969
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Reel
PO Box 51066
Pacific Grove, CA 93950-6066
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judi Naue
515 D St Apt 5
San Rafael, CA 94901-3832
(415) 457-0968
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Adrienne L
19716 Totila Way
Trabuco Canyon, CA 92679-1229
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Peter And Margaret Bresler
328 Travis Dr
Los Osos, CA 93402-4330
(805) 528-5234
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Michelle Schuamcher
18 Paseo Canos
San Clemente, CA 92673-7037
(949) 218-8649
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pat Blackwell-Marchant
5737 Medallion Ct
Castro Valley, CA 94552-1708
(510) 506-1549
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Adolay
4126 Cowell Blvd
Davis, CA 95618-4322
(208) 343-2910
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathy Krause
1698 Sarazen St
Beaumont, CA 92223-8572
(951) 769-7984
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Martin Meisner
25271 Oak Canyon Ln
Lake Forest, CA 92630-6408
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Luu
4075 Cadwallader Ave
San Jose, CA 95121-1110
(408) 809-7407
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Tim Taylor
2330 Camden Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90064-1919
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Gail Bedinger
1175 Vintage Dr
Rio Vista, CA 94571-5100
(707) 374-2718
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret Goodale
1135 Palou Dr
Pacifica, CA 94044-4214
(650) 355-9654
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Amanda Woods
3549 Iowa Ave
# 92
Riverside, CA 92507-7205
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Lee
6857 Paradise Rd
Salinas, CA 93907-8739
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Raider
1145 Pacific Beach Dr Unit 109
San Diego, CA 92109-5156
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeremy Fritz
4053 8th Ave Apt 53
San Diego, CA 92103-2216
(161) 929-4404
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. This includes my community.   I am concerned about the toxic
air emissions resulting from these shipments, which would pose an
unacceptable risk to public health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out
of tank cars into the air poisoning communities along rail routes. In
its latest environmental review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its
proposed oil train facility will create  "significant and
unavoidable" levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur
dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health
risks -- particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart
disease, respiratory disease, and premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Delgado
12100 Steffs Ct
San Martin, CA 95046-9726
(408) 683-4456
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Iain Macdonald
2130 Mustang Ln
Arcata, CA 95521-4548



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Richard KluneRichard KluneRichard KluneRichard Klune         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 10:38 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Richard KlunePlease respond to Richard KlunePlease respond to Richard KlunePlease respond to Richard Klune

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Klune
4714 Renovo Way
San Diego, CA 92124-2451
(858) 292-1737
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dale Wittig
508 Scott St Apt 11
San Francisco, CA 94117-2392
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Helen Hansen
7565 Charmant Dr Unit 310
San Diego, CA 92122-4724
(858) 558-6287
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Burns
4151 Garden Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90039-1309
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elanor Cherier
775 E Blithedale Ave
Mill Valley, CA 94941-1554
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Francine Larstein
368 White Rd
Watsonville, CA 95076-9626
(111) 111-1111
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ramsey Gregory
5201 Laguna Oaks Dr
Elk Grove, CA 95758-7315
(000) 000-0000
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Almalee Henderson
2550 Dana St Apt 2e
Berkeley, CA 94704-2863
(510) 666-0638
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Turmell
PO Box 5863
Sugarloaf, CA 92386-5863
(818) 249-7737
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tom Dinwoodie
41 Oakvale Ave
Berkeley, CA 94705-2403
(510) 717-1647
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wally Juchert
224 Mockingbird Cir
Santa Rosa, CA 95409-6218
(707) 538-8492
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Brady
928 Parkman Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90026-2906
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. William Rothman
14 Cliff Rd
Belvedere, CA 94920-2432
(415) 435-1096
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kent Morris
2900 Madison Ave Unit B16
Fullerton, CA 92831-2295
(714) 528-5468
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Jenkins
21212 Ridgeview Dr
Sonora, CA 95370-9157
(209) 533-1903
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Schell-Ryan
23925 Boulder Oaks Dr
Corona, CA 92883-4152
(951) 277-5304
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Trymon Hunter
514 Baines Ave
Sonoma, CA 95476-3969
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am DEEPLY concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are NOT prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to REJECT the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ann Jourdan
PO Box 7569
Ventura, CA 93006-7569
(818) 516-4872
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Thomas Blair
3741 Westwood Blvd Apt 4
Los Angeles, CA 90034-6727
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Quashnick
2601 Henderson St
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96150-4152
(530) 573-8929
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Signe Wetteland
1925 Donner Ave Apt 3
Davis, CA 95618-0378
(530) 757-8555
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roger Brown
7940 Bodega Ave
Sebastopol, CA 95472-3540
(707) 869-9923
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gene Foucher
514 N Clementine St
Anaheim, CA 92805-2612
(714) 828-5162
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Rullman
733 Front St Unit 601
San Francisco, CA 94111-1996
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Martin Henderson
7127 Hollister Ave
Goleta, CA 93117-2859
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dennis Landi
946 Maine Ave
Long Beach, CA 90813-4027
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charlie Young
PO Box 232
Mendocino, CA 95460-0232
(707) 984-8856
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Frances Glenn
9938 Clybourn Ave
Sunland, CA 91040-1381
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Brazil
3178 Fowler Rd
San Jose, CA 95135-1104
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ruby Mitchell
10619 Farallone Dr
Cupertino, CA 95014-4407
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. K Smith
350 E Taylor St Apt 1110
San Jose, CA 95112-3142
(408) 279-0605
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Please respond to Kiyo HayasakaPlease respond to Kiyo HayasakaPlease respond to Kiyo HayasakaPlease respond to Kiyo Hayasaka

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kiyo Hayasaka
1930 E 27th St
Oakland, CA 94606-3466
(510) 910-0716
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Mammon
5308 Coach Dr
Richmond, CA 94803-3866
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Flynn
130 Colonade Sq
San Jose, CA 95127-2877
(408) 251-1382
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Lisa Nakamura
1129 McKinley Ave
Oakland, CA 94610-3909
(510) 333-0017
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Weinstein
1525 Siesta Dr
Los Altos, CA 94024-6157
(650) 967-3057
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Sinkov
146 S Dillon St
Los Angeles, CA 90057-1106
(213) 384-3376
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Adolfo Lopez
4986 Field St
San Diego, CA 92110-2204
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Alison Bonn
11803 Goshen Ave Apt 302
Los Angeles, CA 90049-7311
(424) 248-0755
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Amato
2091 San Luis Ave Apt 10
Mountain View, CA 94043-2806
(818) 509-0125
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. J Angell
Ponderosa Rd
Rescue, CA 95672
(555) 555-5555
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. J. V. Foti
714 Pacific Ave
Long Beach, CA 90813-4234
(562) 901-2608
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Kaminski
2170 Manchester Rd
San Leandro, CA 94578-1134
(510) 542-3456
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Roz Goldstein-Cobb
125 Corte Anita
Greenbrae, CA 94904-1106
(415) 461-2061
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Schneider
10491 Boulder St
Nevada City, CA 95959-2626
(530) 470-0134
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Claudia Wornum
11780 Cranford Way
Oakland, CA 94605-5812
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Olga Sevilla
7050 Shoup Ave Unit 162
Canoga Park, CA 91303-1850
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tracy Gordon
4018 E Vermont St
Long Beach, CA 90814-2844
(562) 438-6173
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Martha Schwartz
130 Tree Frog Ln
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4856
(831) 471-9096
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matthew Coleman
3830 Harrison St Apt 201
Oakland, CA 94611-5098
(510) 595-9244
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Patrick Mcginnis
PO Box 647
Twain Harte, CA 95383-0647
(209) 586-9264
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Silas Peacock
1850 Club Center Dr Apt 1328
Sacramento, CA 95835-1666
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Rose Oleary
PO Box 41374
Los Angeles, CA 90041-0374
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Annette Champlin
3676 Albatross St
San Diego, CA 92103-3923
(619) 295-8823
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. S J Stratford
2839 Haddington Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90064-4442
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Patrick Russell
6052 Chabot Rd Apt 10
Oakland, CA 94618-1661
(510) 653-8708
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Mac Beth
1244 Hearst Ave Apt 5
Berkeley, CA 94702-1473
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Erika LaMont
15610 Peters Stone Ct
San Diego, CA 92127-6136
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Alexis Wray Negele Miller
1342 Stanford St Apt 3
Santa Monica, CA 90404-2541
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jed Manwaring
1536 Parker Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95405-4525
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Kendrick
PO Box 21238
El Sobrante, CA 94820-1238
Unlisted
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cheryl Tchir
402 N Lucia Ave
Redondo Beach, CA 90277-3006
(310) 376-1728
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Hauf
I don't give this
Fairfax, CA 94930
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melissa Schwartz
703 S Forestdale Ave
West Covina, CA 91791-3016
(626) 437-4935
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Mortimer Glasgal
1501 Santa Barbara St Apt E
Santa Barbara, CA 93101-1920
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Teresa Yrastorza
2436 Bonar St
Berkeley, CA 94702-2021
(510) 649-9216
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pearl Hartz
1255 N Broadway Apt 355
Escondido, CA 92026-2865
(760) 294-5180
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Rebello
3923 W 9th St
Los Angeles, CA 90019-2038
(213) 383-5503
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzanne Narducy
36 Vista Encanta
San Clemente, CA 92672-3123
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Lopes
979 Regal Rd
Berkeley, CA 94708-1427
(510) 815-3961
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Mary Zhu
1955 10th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94116-1332
(530) 756-0198
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pauline Haggerty
1022 San Luis Cir
Unit 618
Daly City, CA 94014-3615
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Keith Bein
3046 Frye St
Oakland, CA 94602-4039
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Wendy Diamond
523 Santa Barbara Rd
Berkeley, CA 94707-1716
(510) 527-6617
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Cohen
473 43rd St
Oakland, CA 94609-2139
(510) 428-9041
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Mills
915 Pierce St Apt 206
San Francisco, CA 94115-4509
(415) 441-1688



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Jill FreriksJill FreriksJill FreriksJill Freriks         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 09:08 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Jill FreriksPlease respond to Jill FreriksPlease respond to Jill FreriksPlease respond to Jill Freriks

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jill Freriks
9234 Rio Dell St
Rosemead, CA 91770-1457
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. VICKI  & ROD6 KASTLIE
4473 Muir Ave
San Diego, CA 92107-2310
(619) 225-5763
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mikal Baker
986 C St
Arcata, CA 95521-5939
(707) 822-9412
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lonnie Sheinart
12108 Ivy Pl
Los Angeles, CA 90064-3521
(310) 473-1080



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Harry BlumenthalHarry BlumenthalHarry BlumenthalHarry Blumenthal         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 09:08 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Harry BlumenthalPlease respond to Harry BlumenthalPlease respond to Harry BlumenthalPlease respond to Harry Blumenthal

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Harry Blumenthal
2773 Avery Ln
Eureka, CA 95501-3304
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edd Mabrey
283 Beverly St
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-1401
(949) 376-0088
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Britton
3963 California Way
Livermore, CA 94550-3617
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzi Sandore
1522 S Upas St
Escondido, CA 92025-5556
(760) 484-3440
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Kathleen Waddell
815 Skyline Dr
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-1053
(805) 542-0833
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris And Ligia Bertin
11130 Sunrise Ridge Cir
Auburn, CA 95603-6011
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Betty Sorrentino
1490 Descanso St Apt 4
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-6155
(805) 549-9907
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jesse Greer
6 Seaside Ct
Sacramento, CA 95831-3775
(916) 974-1979



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Paul RamosPaul RamosPaul RamosPaul Ramos         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 09:08 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Paul RamosPlease respond to Paul RamosPlease respond to Paul RamosPlease respond to Paul Ramos

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Ramos
PO Box 560
Solvang, CA 93464-0560
(805) 717-1486
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Miller
570 Orchard Ln
Colfax, CA 95713-9523
(530) 305-3993
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. George Ferrell
338 15th St
Santa Monica, CA 90402-2212
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. George Postgate
PO Box 9958
Truckee, CA 96162-7958
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sally Abrams
138 Cortland Ave
San Francisco, CA 94110-5504
(415) 824-6216
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gloria Decater
25451 East Ln
Covelo, CA 95428-9861
(707) 983-8196
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jessica Stiles
1506 Summit Rd
Berkeley, CA 94708-2217
(510) 984-0919
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. John Lamb
303 W Montecito Ave
Sierra Madre, CA 91024-1826
(626) 357-6449
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Fisher
20030 El Rancho Way
Monte Rio, CA 95462-9764
(707) 865-2872
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Lu Murphy
244 Avalon Dr
Pacifica, CA 94044-2305
(650) 922-1569
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leslie Mclean
18022 Bigelow Park
Tustin, CA 92780-2235
(714) 726-2421
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Patrick Kerans
PO Box 3407
San Luis Obispo, CA 93403-3407
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shan Magnuson
915 Carr Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-2943
(707) 545-6081
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Winter
2637 Dana St
Berkeley, CA 94704-3325
(510) 697-5798
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Jessica Hintz
121 Hillswood Dr
Folsom, CA 95630-2118
(916) 989-6635
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carlita Martinez
2635 23rd St Apt 2
San Francisco, CA 94110-3542
(415) 647-1321
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Chera Van Burg
4 Bayview Dr
San Rafael, CA 94901-3581
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nona Weiner
14238 Lucian Ave
San Jose, CA 95127-1433
(408) 937-4712
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rene Mcintyre
145 Taylor St Apt 808
San Francisco, CA 94102-2877
(415) 345-1959
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Poulsen
108 Vista Prieta Ct
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-1881
(831) 464-2067
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alexa Mcmahan
4892 Maui Cir
Huntington Beach, CA 92649-2363
(714) 846-8571
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Netti
1266 Via Escalante
Chula Vista, CA 91910-8145
(619) 248-3103



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Amber SumrallAmber SumrallAmber SumrallAmber Sumrall         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 08:39 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Amber SumrallPlease respond to Amber SumrallPlease respond to Amber SumrallPlease respond to Amber Sumrall

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amber Sumrall
841 Laurel Glen Rd
Soquel, CA 95073-9778



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Erna TobackErna TobackErna TobackErna Toback         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 08:39 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Erna TobackPlease respond to Erna TobackPlease respond to Erna TobackPlease respond to Erna Toback

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Erna Toback
3243 Oakdell Rd
Studio City, CA 91604-4223
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Liao
154 Lombard St
San Francisco, CA 94111-1141
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



Now that we actually have blue skies a fair amount of the time, this is
no time to backtrack on efforts to clean up the environment we have
been busily poisoning.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sheryl Brezina
128 Ashvale Dr
San Dimas, CA 91773-1113
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Wendy Berk
PO Box 928
El Granada, CA 94018-0928
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Trisha Cooley
3080 McKinley Dr
Santa Clara, CA 95051-6813
(408) 243-9541
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Muiz Brinkerhoff
1610 Peterson Ln
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-2365
(707) 526-4905
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gerry Fightmaster
9961 Troon Ct
Windsor, CA 95492-7989
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Bobette Barnes
321 Olive Cir
Healdsburg, CA 95448-4319
(707) 431-8039
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephanie Statom
404 1st St
Solvang, CA 93463-2714
(805) 688-4780
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Bente Galle
6560 Creekside St
Redding, CA 96001-5840
NA
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ed & Jean Aiken
663 Torrington Dr
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-2445
(408) 732-6716
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tina Luboff
327 N Alfred St
Los Angeles, CA 90048-2502
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Malan Hall
13983 Gracie Rd
Nevada City, CA 95959-9624
(530) 265-2755
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Randy Johnson
7503 Elphick Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472-4711
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Betty St. Clair
620 Sand Hill Rd Apt 123d
Palo Alto, CA 94304-2096
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jack Marshall
21569 Main St
Barstow, CA 92311-9747
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sherry Denton
120 Alamitos Ave
Long Beach, CA 90802-5360
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rick Nicholson
2121 Park St
Paso Robles, CA 93446-1433
(808) 286-0745
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathy Holden
PO Box 254733
Sacramento, CA 95865-4733
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynne Weiske
6128 Wilshire Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90048-5106
(310) 289-8482
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pam Zimmerman
946 Hyland Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-2230
(707) 843-5773
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeffrey & Gwen Whittle
1025 Ordway St
Albany, CA 94706-2513
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. W Lynch
3562 Mandeville Canyon Rd
Los Angeles, CA 90049-1022
Do NOT Call
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Dunn
50 Mission Ave
San Rafael, CA 94901-3521
(415) 457-0755
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephanie Swiggett Gould
988 Iva Ct
Cambria, CA 93428-2913
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jane Wilson
1972 Zehndner Ave
Arcata, CA 95521-5468
(707) 822-3475
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Smith
2827 Hillegass Ave
Berkeley, CA 94705-2105
(510) 843-5911



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Helga GendellHelga GendellHelga GendellHelga Gendell         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 08:39 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Helga GendellPlease respond to Helga GendellPlease respond to Helga GendellPlease respond to Helga Gendell

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Helga Gendell
220 Waterview St
Playa Del Rey, CA 90293-8049
(310) 302-8998
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alan Espiritu
948 N Orlando Ave
West Hollywood, CA 90069-4206
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery.  It presents unacceptable risks to
communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of oil trains traveling through
California.  I am worried about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose a risk to public health.  Volatile
toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air, poisoning
communities along rail routes.  In its latest environmental review,
Phillips 66 admitted that its proposed oil train facility will create
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution,
including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.  The
report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children and
the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

Communities and emergency responders along the rail route are not
prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains, and current safety
standards are not adequate.  The recirculated draft EIR misinforms the
public because it uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the
risks of an oil train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions
of gallons of explosive crude oil.

The EIR must also fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a
spill near each of the many watersheds crossed, including the San
Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's central coast.  A
derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater
aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of people.
During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and
create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands oil must also be taken into
account.  At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil.  Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo
proposals as a single project.  The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo.
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them to
refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery.  San Luis Obispo
must not approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all these  aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo
County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the



Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.  The project creates unavoidable and
unnecessary risks for communities and the climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bryan Ashby
850 Pine Ave
Pacific Grove, CA 93950-3153
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lance Johnson
3324 Emerald Isle Dr
Glendale, CA 91206-1112
(818) 790-0502
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eagan Wilson
888 N San Mateo Dr Apt B418
San Mateo, CA 94401-2688
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Summers
2311 River Plaza Dr Apt 15a
Sacramento, CA 95833-3240
(916) 927-5570
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matthew Culmore
172 Cordoba Way
Windsor, CA 95492-8301



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Ryan DavisRyan DavisRyan DavisRyan Davis         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 08:39 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Ryan DavisPlease respond to Ryan DavisPlease respond to Ryan DavisPlease respond to Ryan Davis

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ryan Davis
250 N First St Unit 425
Burbank, CA 91502-1873
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Janice Saame
10950 Minnesota Ave
Penngrove, CA 94951-8602
(707) 795-9331
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mani White
4707 El Centro Ave
Oakland, CA 94602-1448
(510) 251-0633
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Gardner
911 Arnold Way
San Jose, CA 95128-3404
(408) 993-8415
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gabriel Rosas
1467 Don Ave
Santa Clara, CA 95050-3717
(408) 243-1182
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott St Blaze
2007 W 3rd St Apt 207
Los Angeles, CA 90057-2351
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Blaze Bhence
4190 Elizabeth Ct
Cypress, CA 90630-4119
(714) 484-0662
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Ralph
41932 Bessie Jacobs Rd
Raymond, CA 93653-9798
(925) 447-7751
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Olivia Diaz
16914 Pasquale Rd
Nevada City, CA 95959-9575
(530) 470-8303
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California. In Redding, CA I
live close to the tracks as do my elderly parents in Sacramento and my
oldest daughter in Vacaville. We HAVE far too much evidence proving
that the old style rail tankers AND the toxic cargo present a clear and
present danger to both the residents and the environment. Please take a
stand against this proposal.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in



Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katharine Hansen
4265 Brittany Dr
Redding, CA 96002-5108
(530) 221-7010
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pat Locks
18528 Happy Ln
Sonoma, CA 95476-4315
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, San Luis Obispo must
not approve this project and create a contamination risk for the rest
of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ralph Thomas
PO Box 262
Mount Shasta, CA 96067-0262
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dawn Wolfson
2817 Cambridge Rd
Cameron Park, CA 95682-9242
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Deakins
7206 Rue Godbout
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275-4407
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Scibek
508 Stonewood Dr
Vacaville, CA 95687-9439
(707) 446-2131
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Michalik
318 13th St
Seal Beach, CA 90740-6505
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathryn Gille
1603 Grandon Ave Apt 344
San Marcos, CA 92078-3783
(760) 476-1792
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rachel Kaplan
71 Purrington Rd
Petaluma, CA 94952-4862
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Krieger
5706 Baltimore Dr Unit 332
La Mesa, CA 91942-1656
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gerald Cameron
14224 Recuerdo Dr
Del Mar, CA 92014-2956
(858) 259-7825
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Hoobler
2909 Hansen Rd
Hayward, CA 94541-5528
(510) 530-2681
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maureen Hennessy
7987 Via Roma Dr
Fair Oaks, CA 95628-5929
(916) 966-6747
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Clara Levy
6617 Orange St
Los Angeles, CA 90048-4643
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Raymond Marshall
20635 Spring Garden Rd
Foresthill, CA 95631-9201
(530) 367-3028
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sara Ross
4646 Zane St
Los Angeles, CA 90032-2040
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shereen Mcdade
3613 Arlington Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90018-4314
(323) 766-1925
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Pucci
2610 Beach Head Way
Richmond, CA 94804-7478
(510) 233-7255
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alison Johnston
15 Issaquah Dock
Sausalito, CA 94965-1333
(415) 847-8573
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rita Henry
2526 Loretta Cir
Simi Valley, CA 93065-2318
(805) 578-0563
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Arlene Wiltberger
2573 San Carlos Ave
San Carlos, CA 94070-1747
(650) 594-9710
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Klebl
160 18th Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-4906
(503) 719-6595
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Small
29191 Alderpoint Rd
Blocksburg, CA 95514-9201
(707) 926-5406
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

The proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery is deeply disturbing. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marilyn Jay
3921 Dawn Dr
Loomis, CA 95650-9749
(123) 456-7890
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Michele Dessons
Le Pont
Sagnat, CA 94108



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Trudy EmmonsTrudy EmmonsTrudy EmmonsTrudy Emmons         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 08:38 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Trudy EmmonsPlease respond to Trudy EmmonsPlease respond to Trudy EmmonsPlease respond to Trudy Emmons

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Trudy Emmons
2295 Goodwin Ave
Penngrove, CA 94951-9628
(707) 795-7020



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Tedd KawakamiTedd KawakamiTedd KawakamiTedd Kawakami         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 08:38 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Tedd KawakamiPlease respond to Tedd KawakamiPlease respond to Tedd KawakamiPlease respond to Tedd Kawakami

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tedd Kawakami
3704 San Rafael Ave
Stockton, CA 95204-2416
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sherryl Del Angel
1417 Myrtle St
Calistoga, CA 94515-1630
(707) 942-5917
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Matt Wright
7632 Anchor Dr
Goleta, CA 93117-2438
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kenneth Aronson
21717 96th St
California City, CA 93505-4823
(760) 382-2544
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Natalie Epstein
3348 James M Wood Blvd Apt 5
Los Angeles, CA 90006-1224
(213) 908-5899
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Helen Bacon
83 Chula Vista Dr
San Rafael, CA 94901-1204
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are. more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Prechtel
2337 Greenwich Rd
San Pablo, CA 94806-1023
(510) 724-6561
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Naomi Stein
5831 Ocean View Dr
Oakland, CA 94618-1534
(510) 839-1310
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jerry Whitley
24951 Sunset Pl W
Laguna Hills, CA 92653-4905
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jaime Baldner
240 Hudson Bay St
Foster City, CA 94404-3523
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rosalie Newberg-Fisher
12506 Royal Rd
El Cajon, CA 92021-1771
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Marrino
638 Bamboo Ter
San Rafael, CA 94903-3158
(415) 479-6704
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Byrne
739 31st Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121-3523
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg Ratkovsky
58 Van Tassel Ln
Orinda, CA 94563-1136
(925) 465-1230
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dorothy Li Calzi
1221 19th St Apt B
Santa Monica, CA 90404-1264
(215) 848-5068
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alexa Mcmahan
4892 Maui Cir
Huntington Beach, CA 92649-2363
(714) 846-8571
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Gray
1729 Arlington Blvd
El Cerrito, CA 94530-2005
(510) 235-6097
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Gray
2087 Delaware St Apt 14
Berkeley, CA 94709-2216
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kate Riley
15854 Orange Blossom Ln.
Los Gatos, CA 95032
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David & Betty Scatena
2226 Segarini Way
Stockton, CA 95209-2331
(209) 478-7966
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Walter Bodger
5805 Comstock Ave Apt 4
Whittier, CA 90601-5416
(562) 696-9259



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Stephen PryputniewiczStephen PryputniewiczStephen PryputniewiczStephen Pryputniewicz         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 08:38 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Stephen PryputniewiczPlease respond to Stephen PryputniewiczPlease respond to Stephen PryputniewiczPlease respond to Stephen Pryputniewicz

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Pryputniewicz
8427 Park Ave
Forestville, CA 95436-9375
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank Klug
149 Orchard Oak Cir
Campbell, CA 95008-2133



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Caryn CowinCaryn CowinCaryn CowinCaryn Cowin         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 08:38 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Caryn CowinPlease respond to Caryn CowinPlease respond to Caryn CowinPlease respond to Caryn Cowin

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Caryn Cowin
317 Monterey Rd Apt 15
South Pasadena, CA 91030-3517
(111) 111-1111
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Rubel
977 Montecito Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90031-1633
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Corinne Glazer
2727 Halsey Rd
Topanga, CA 90290-4008
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Colleen Hamilton
5744 E Creekside Ave Unit 16
Orange, CA 92869-3145
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

This is important!  I am deeply concerned about the proposed
crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This
project presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.
Please consider carefully.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Wedeen
11219 Califa St
North Hollywood, CA 91601-1205
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Angela Munoz
268 Euclid Ave
Oakland, CA 94610-3146



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Jim KilbyJim KilbyJim KilbyJim Kilby         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 08:38 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Jim KilbyPlease respond to Jim KilbyPlease respond to Jim KilbyPlease respond to Jim Kilby

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Kilby
10249 Rayford Dr
Escondido, CA 92026-8200
(760) 735-3320
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Jackson
1944 Anza St Apt 2
San Francisco, CA 94118-3655
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret Stinstrom
PO Box 61032
Irvine, CA 92602-6034
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Connie Beck
1077 Vista Madera Ln
El Cajon, CA 92019-3579
(800) 555-1212
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bonnie Margay Burke
PO Box 601493
San Diego, CA 92160-1493
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gail Eva Young
5350 Sonoma Mountain Rd
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-8515
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leslie Lewis
600 W Capitol Ave Unit 134
West Sacramento, CA 95605-2354
(916) 372-4336
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Osterhoudt
21022 Los Alisos Blvd Apt 214
Rancho Santa Margarita, CA 92688-3246
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Juliann Berman
508 Nimitz Ave
Redwood City, CA 94061-4228
(650) 995-7473
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Julie Villar
1823 Begonia Ct
Pleasanton, CA 94588-5300
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Ganter
817 W Pedregosa St
Santa Barbara, CA 93101-4634
(805) 448-0600
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michele Martin
1318 Berkeley St
Santa Monica, CA 90404-2521
(310) 828-6611
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jill Horner
406 Santa Barbara Ave
Morro Bay, CA 93442-1871
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lynn Sterner
480 Rosina Dr
Los Osos, CA 93402-3116
(805) 238-9185
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Deborah Shields
860 Bluebird Canyon Dr
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-2800
(949) 494-2226



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Erik HusoeErik HusoeErik HusoeErik Husoe         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 08:08 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Erik HusoePlease respond to Erik HusoePlease respond to Erik HusoePlease respond to Erik Husoe

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Erik Husoe
33642 Valle Rd
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675-4812
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate. I am counting on
your leadership.

Sincerely,

Miss Susan Swan
2907 Corte Celeste
Carlsbad, CA 92009-9211
(760) 942-3465
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Francisca Salazar
3436 E 2nd St
Los Angeles, CA 90063-2916
(323) 268-0938
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leslie Swanson
Grand Ave
Alhambra, CA 91801
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Guernsey
1400 Grandview Ave
Ojai, CA 93023-2020
(805) 646-6418



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Donna CrossmanDonna CrossmanDonna CrossmanDonna Crossman         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 08:08 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Donna CrossmanPlease respond to Donna CrossmanPlease respond to Donna CrossmanPlease respond to Donna Crossman

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Donna Crossman
771 Balboa Ave
Coronado, CA 92118-2025
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Evan Albright
1375 Mail Pouch Ln
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-7812
(805) 546-8562
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. June Varn
2445 Boxwood Dr
San Jose, CA 95128-1104
(408) 394-3431
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ashley Trigg
343 N Avenue 53
Los Angeles, CA 90042-3305
(818) 720-9071
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sylvia Morris
537 Piney Way Apt A
Morro Bay, CA 93442-2353
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kate Beswick
605 N Arden Dr
Beverly Hills, CA 90210-3509
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephan McCartney
33748 Cedar pine lane
P.0. Box 8223
Green Valley Lake, CA 92341
(951) 532-8885
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Raney
800 N Lovers Ln Apt 234
Visalia, CA 93292-7410
(513) 205-3047
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. sasha bobrowicz
2091 Camino Al Lago
Menlo Park, CA 94027-5938



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Debby McAllisterDebby McAllisterDebby McAllisterDebby McAllister         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/22/2014 11:37 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Debby McAllisterPlease respond to Debby McAllisterPlease respond to Debby McAllisterPlease respond to Debby McAllister

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debby McAllister
PO Box 3058
Lake Arrowhead, CA 92352-3058
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kelley Lehr
909 E Edgeware Rd
Los Angeles, CA 90026-5129
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Virginia Watts
17410 Stagg St
Northridge, CA 91325-4533
(818) 430-0922
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. M Menendez
1736 Ganges Ave
El Cerrito, CA 94530-1960
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Scavoni
15313 Thionnet Pl
Moorpark, CA 93021-3201
(805) 901-3059
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Emma Java
Lake helix dr
La Mesa, CA 91941
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. bob setliff
303 E Arcade St
Stockton, CA 95204-3705
(209) 390-2815
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jerry Peavy
2111 Algonkin Ave
Chico, CA 95926-2518
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Pam Griffin
41029
Camarillo, CA 93012
(805) 987-1953
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Please respond to Shannon KilkennyPlease respond to Shannon KilkennyPlease respond to Shannon KilkennyPlease respond to Shannon Kilkenny

Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shannon Kilkenny
PO Box 188
Bolinas, CA 94924-0188
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. virginia wallace
2613 Kline Ct
Davis, CA 95618-7668



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Whitney FullerWhitney FullerWhitney FullerWhitney Fuller         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/22/2014 08:37 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Whitney FullerPlease respond to Whitney FullerPlease respond to Whitney FullerPlease respond to Whitney Fuller

Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Whitney Fuller
1 Cedar Cir
Rohnert Park, CA 94928-2752
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Ann Brusven
433 Sylvan Ave Spc 11
Mountain View, CA 94041-1645
(650) 967-1659
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Annie McClure
18330 Wards Ferry Rd Spc 47a
Sonora, CA 95370-8612
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Why??? Because it matters (of course) ....

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul J. McCloskey
PO Box 13013
San Luis Obispo, CA 93406-3013
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marie Ammerman
538 Yarrow Dr
Simi Valley, CA 93065-7352
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Jensen
PO Box 576
Aromas, CA 95004-0576
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jolene Rossi
PO Box 5895
Oceanside, CA 92052-5895
(760) 622-8182
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. JEANI BARRETT
4333 Ironwood Ave
Seal Beach, CA 90740-2923
(562) 342-1546
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Heather Ragsdale
18320 Shake Ridge Rd
Sutter Creek, CA 95685-9780
(805) 458-5350
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joan Rubenson
8943 Gulfport Way
Sacramento, CA 95826-2128
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sue Canavan
4714 Woodview Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95405-8747
(707) 545-8838
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cathy Eisemann
251 Kerry Dr
Santa Clara, CA 95050-6603
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Fred Rible
11657 La Grange Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90025-5331
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gayle Goetz
25495 Meadow Dr
Pioneer, CA 95666-9504
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

NO THANK YOU.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer lazo
4525 Russell Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90027-4428
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bradley Giles
37732 Palo Verde Dr
Cathedral City, CA 92234-7803
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. As you are well aware, this project
presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities across
California.

This proposal would unnecessarily increase the number of crude oil unit
trains traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to vehemently reject the
Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. This project creates significant,
unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rosalba Cofer
175 Emerald Oak Dr
Galt, CA 95632-2322
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. kristin olson
3274 Descanso Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90026-6218
(714) 514-7901
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Nov 22, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heidi Derby
13325 Kornblum Ave
Hawthorne, CA 90250-8901
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elizabeth Hennessy Kyle
13756 Mira Montana Dr
Del Mar, CA 92014-3420
(858) 481-5315
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Amanda Withrow
2940 1/2 Elm St
Los Angeles, CA 90065-1965
(213) 830-6721
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Deimile Mockus
207 N Windsor Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90004-3837
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Chris Chirinos
6530 Schmidt Ln Unit D205
El Cerrito, CA 94530-3275
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maria Hernandez
4679 Warm Springs Rd
Glen Ellen, CA 95442-8743
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heidi Buech
12940 Walsh Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90066-6548
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Salerno
5020 Temple City Blvd
Temple City, CA 91780-3829
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

As a former resident of San Luis Obispo, I am deeply concerned about
the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to
communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dennis Mann
PO Box 577
San Jacinto, CA 92581-0577
(805) 754-4604
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Armstrong
27397 Paseo Sienna
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675-5326
(949) 493-4763
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pam Watanabe
1766 W Silver Lake Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90026-1232
(323) 644-7521
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Hunrichs
8360 Carlton Oaks Dr
Santee, CA 92071-2206
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marilyn Taylor-Kremen
3741 Edenhurst Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90039-1733
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Patricia Simpson, M.D.
46 Tomahawk Dr
San Anselmo, CA 94960-1649
(415) 485-1325
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jacki Hileman
9800 7th Ave
Hesperia, CA 92345-3134
(760) 948-0000
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Benavidez
308a Chambersburg Rd
Fillmore, CA 93015-9700
(805) 340-1448
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Robin Williams
548 Fresh Meadows Rd
Simi Valley, CA 93065-6801
(805) 583-5735
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gulnaz A
17950 Lassen St
Northridge, CA 91325-4850
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Fred Marschner
100 Pringle Ave Ste 505
Walnut Creek, CA 94596-3581
(925) 296-5154



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Keenan SheedyKeenan SheedyKeenan SheedyKeenan Sheedy         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 09:41 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Keenan SheedyPlease respond to Keenan SheedyPlease respond to Keenan SheedyPlease respond to Keenan Sheedy

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Keenan Sheedy
4229 Marmion Way
Los Angeles, CA 90065-3946
(323) 224-9433
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Cody Grout
14526 Old White Toll Rd
Grass Valley, CA 95945-4320
(530) 274-1929
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolyn Mcbride
2532 Rockdell St
La Crescenta, CA 91214-2220
(818) 359-9230
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Janice Eddy
913 Fassler Ave
Pacifica, CA 94044-3659
(571) 250-9955
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Tomczyszyn
243 Ramsell St
San Francisco, CA 94132-3140
(415) 452-8295
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Ricewasser
142 N Heliotrope Ave
Monrovia, CA 91016-2410
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristin Womack
396 San Francisco Blvd
San Anselmo, CA 94960-1639
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alan Munch
4663 Kennington Dr
Santa Maria, CA 93455-4189
(805) 937-8598
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathleen Sigel
170 Oak Dr
Oak View, CA 93022-9629
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Clayton
5715 Freeman Ave
La Crescenta, CA 91214-1520
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vijaya Eyunni
367 Countrybrook Loop
San Ramon, CA 94583-5303
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Denise & Patrick Mayosky
397 S Park Victoria Dr
Milpitas, CA 95035-5708
(408) 207-8952
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anke Brady
2698 Mandeville Way
West Sacramento, CA 95691-4547
(650) 961-9579
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mindi White
PO Box 481185
Los Angeles, CA 90048-9440
---
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Neal Mock
11580 Brook Ln
Truckee, CA 96161-4925
(530) 386-6364



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
John RowellJohn RowellJohn RowellJohn Rowell         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 09:41 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to John RowellPlease respond to John RowellPlease respond to John RowellPlease respond to John Rowell

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Rowell
123 Belcrest Dr
Los Gatos, CA 95032-5106
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Mapes
2009 Imola Ave # 15
Apt 15
Napa, CA 94559-4372
(707) 260-9479
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nolan Turner
784 Pescadero Dr
San Jose, CA 95123-3938
(408) 225-1129
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kenny Rich
7052 Remmet Ave
Canoga Park, CA 91303-3108
(818) 963-8919
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Liz Williams
272 Montecito Blvd
Napa, CA 94559-2120
(707) 253-1804
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Toni Garcia
26601 Laurel Crest Dr
Laguna Hills, CA 92653-7551
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Polfus
1312 W Broadway St
Needles, CA 92363-2734
(760) 406-2279
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Munny Toor
1030 Tiverton Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90024-3000
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ann Wasgatt
308 Alta Vista Ave
Roseville, CA 95678-1702
(916) 781-2426
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolyn Aranda
661 Jasper Ave Apt A
Ventura, CA 93004-2390
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillipps 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant
and unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jill Fields
142 E Cambridge Ave
Fresno, CA 93704-5901
(559) 226-4647
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Bruce Spring
4632 Glenalbyn Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90065-5060
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ellen Webster
55 Southwind Cir
Richmond, CA 94804-7405
(510) 233-7449
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Watts
2030 Santa Clara St
Richmond, CA 94804-5236
(510) 528-0369
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am writing about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips
66 Santa Maria Refinery.  I believe this project presents an
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

It is clear that communities and emergency responders along the rail
route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current
safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

Also, the climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be
taken into account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and
refining process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other
source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the
state's efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

I insist that the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. San Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in
isolation.

Sincerely,

Dr. Greg Taylor
685 Van Fossen Rd
Paradise, CA 95969-2532
(530) 872-9685
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Sweet
1512 San Anselmo Ave
San Anselmo, CA 94960-1818
(415) 233-2449
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gina Dowden
7343 El Camino Real
Atascadero, CA 93422-4697
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am very concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air,
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 admitted that its proposed oil train facility will
create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution,
including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report
cites increased health risks -- particularly for children and the
elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and premature
death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains, and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, or reservoir, or
above a groundwater aquifer, could contaminate drinking water for
millions of Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must
not approve this project and create contamination risk for the rest of
our state.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.



Sincerely,

Ms. Abigail Wizansky
2728 Judah St Apt 3
San Francisco, CA 94122-1457
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Why is there virtually NO respect for our environment and its natural
inhabitants...Why are NON THINKING, NON CARING, GREEDY individuals
running all the SHOWS these days?????   FIX IT NOW before its too
late!!!!!!!

Sincerely,

Ms. Debbie Verdugo
210 Avenida Montalvo
San Clemente, CA 92672-4482
(949) 366-9471
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

This rail spur idea is a bad one.  I was in Canada the year that the
better part of a town was wiped out by flamable fuel during a rail
accident.

There is no good reason to put local residents at risk for this
transport.  Don't do it!
I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly .

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in



Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Diane Duenow
PO Box 12410
1443 Osos St.
San Luis Obispo, CA 93406-2410
(805) 549-0405
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tara Strand
11127 Hesby St Unit 7
North Hollywood, CA 91601-4267
(818) 209-6773
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery because it presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. J Williamson
1755 Belle Meade Rd
Encinitas, CA 92024-4210
(760) 635-8615
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Archer
15852 Deer Trail Dr
Chino Hills, CA 91709-2495
(909) 597-8007
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Conley Day
518 Ashland Ave
Santa Monica, CA 90405-4314
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I hope that you Commissioners and Supervisors are thinking very
carefully about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66
Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Brown
2112 Carleton St
Berkeley, CA 94704-3214
(510) 655-5512
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Glover
2975 E Indianapolis Ave
Fresno, CA 93726-2313
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Felipe Garcia
3573 Via Las Lupes
Oroville, CA 95965-9702
(530) 533-2357
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob Waller
11255 Caminito Inocenta
San Diego, CA 92126-6107
(858) 635-8942
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Arnold Gatti
1597 De Soto Way
Livermore, CA 94550-5640
(925) 447-0714
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg Rosas
4353 Edwards Ln
Castro Valley, CA 94546-3653
(510) 449-9395
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Laureen Picciani
31495b Winding Way
Fort Bragg, CA 95437-8253
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Isabelle Du Soleil
2001 Venice
Venice, CA 90291
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Michael Parenti
1935 Stuart St
Berkeley, CA 94703-2214
(510) 204-9797
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Robinson
147 Jacquelyn Ct
Ridgecrest, CA 93555-3947
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Garner
121 Orange Ave Spc 115
Chula Vista, CA 91911-5140
(619) 425-5279
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Collishaw
5919 W Grove Ct
Visalia, CA 93291-7923
(559) 734-1018
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Julie Sasaoka
1082 Tilley Cir
Concord, CA 94518-1829
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ilse Hadda
1440 Walnut St
Apt 5
Berkeley, CA 94709-1447
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kim Bowman
718 Samoa Ln
Novato, CA 94947-5284
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dennis Scacco
PO Box 225224
San Francisco, CA 94122-5224
(415) 505-9598
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Esther Zarate
3438 Cynthia Ct Apt B
West Covina, CA 91792-4726
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Craig Uhler
32948 Lake Candlewood St
Fremont, CA 94555-1215
(510) 441-8485
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeanne Fobes
328 Aliso Ave
Newport Beach, CA 92663-5103
(949) 642-4108
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

The proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery makes me worried. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Wong
268 Joost Ave
San Francisco, CA 94131-3138
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara & Gene Walker
269 Barbara Ave
Solana Beach, CA 92075-1231
(858) 259-9804
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Michelle Orengo-Mcfarlane
514 Everett St
El Cerrito, CA 94530-3236
(415) 824-1870
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Kelly
317 W Walnut St
Stockton, CA 95204-5621
(209) 464-4375
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joanie Ciardelli
29 Narragansett Cv
San Rafael, CA 94901-4406
(415) 256-9531
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gloria Kilian
2049 Primrose Ave
South Pasadena, CA 91030-4616
(626) 799-6802
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan Stevens
303 McCormick Ave
Capitola, CA 95010-3700
(831) 600-5228
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jesse Calderon
4025 Puente Ave
Baldwin Park, CA 91706-4431
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Claas
10875 Brookwell Dr
Cupertino, CA 95014
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Wilensky
1355 12th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122-2213
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lenore Dowling
2253 Moreno Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90039-3049
(323) 663-4544
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Milo Perichitch
3700 Inglewood Blvd Apt 9
Los Angeles, CA 90066-3277



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Greg BellGreg BellGreg BellGreg Bell         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 08:41 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Greg BellPlease respond to Greg BellPlease respond to Greg BellPlease respond to Greg Bell

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg Bell
6485 Santa Ynez Ave
Atascadero, CA 93422-4154
(805) 461-6744
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rose Hernandez
90 Park Dr
Morgan Hill, CA 95037-6100
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathleen J Smith
431 Euclid Ave
Oakland, CA 94610-3525
(510) 386-0973
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sheila Martinez
2438 La Costa Dr
Santa Maria, CA 93455-1687
(805) 937-9634
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Fletcher Chouinard
43 S Olive St
Ventura, CA 93001-2501
(805) 534-1430
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Forrest
1602 Jaynes St
Berkeley, CA 94703-1039
(510) 526-0148
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lise Kastigar
22972 Mirabel Dr
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677-2720
(949) 481-4802



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Dana WullenwaberDana WullenwaberDana WullenwaberDana Wullenwaber         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 08:41 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Dana WullenwaberPlease respond to Dana WullenwaberPlease respond to Dana WullenwaberPlease respond to Dana Wullenwaber

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dana Wullenwaber
2442 California St
Redding, CA 96001-2609
(530) 355-5170
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Darlene Oolie
2926 Rosedale Ct
Spring Valley, CA 91977-2720
(619) 461-2618



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Frank AndrewsFrank AndrewsFrank AndrewsFrank Andrews         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 08:41 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Frank AndrewsPlease respond to Frank AndrewsPlease respond to Frank AndrewsPlease respond to Frank Andrews

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank Andrews
247 D St Apt 104
San Rafael, CA 94901-5036
(415) 457-1927



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
John KolarikJohn KolarikJohn KolarikJohn Kolarik         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 08:41 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to John KolarikPlease respond to John KolarikPlease respond to John KolarikPlease respond to John Kolarik

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Kolarik
151 Bergwall Way
Vallejo, CA 94591-6705
(707) 644-3705
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lela Djakovic
1202 Cloud Ave
Menlo Park, CA 94025-6046
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marianne Shaw
165 Esmeyer Dr
San Rafael, CA 94903-3771
(415) 499-1629
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry & Cheryl Bartlett
5807 Webb St
Riverbank, CA 95367-9686
(707) 539-3424
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lisa Ruiz
3365 Fernwood Ave
Lynwood, CA 90262-3416
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jane Granskog
655 Los Osos Valley Rd
Los Osos, CA 93402-2601
(661) 747-4961
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stacy & Greg Kline
PO Box 4002
Newport Beach, CA 92661-4002
(000) 000-0000
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lew Warden
1225 Crestwood Dr
Big Bear City, CA 92314-9045
(909) 547-6490



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Carol RuthCarol RuthCarol RuthCarol Ruth         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 08:40 PM
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Please respond to Carol RuthPlease respond to Carol RuthPlease respond to Carol RuthPlease respond to Carol Ruth

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Ruth
661 Cabrillo Ave
Stanford, CA 94305-8403
(650) 324-1800
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Janet McCalister
520 Valley View Dr
Paradise, CA 95969-3048
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michele Santoro
1330 Antelope Ave Apt 22
Davis, CA 95616-5597
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Patrick Mcgorty
227 Beaumont Blvd
Pacifica, CA 94044-1408
(650) 557-9873
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Goldstein
3901 Governor Dr
San Diego, CA 92122-2520
(222) 222-2222
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lisa Elsea
4370 Del Monte Ave
San Diego, CA 92107-3646
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Persephone Maywald
120 Village Sq # 121
Orinda, CA 94563-2502
(510) 000-0000
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Walter Brown
1809 Finch Dr
Roseville, CA 95661-4806
(916) 722-1822
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Peter Worcester
4624 Robbins St
San Diego, CA 92122-3035
(858) 453-4638
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ed Ayres
146 Filbert Ave
Sausalito, CA 94965-1858
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Teela Pulliam
100 W El Camino Real Apt 50
Mountain View, CA 94040-2651
(650) 625-0575
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Munsey
8100 Kelvin Ave
Winnetka, CA 91306-1722
(818) 341-2488
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Phyllis Comstock
21077 Black Oak Dr
Tehachapi, CA 93561-8063
(661) 822-1835
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tiffany Grande
458 Saratoga St
Fillmore, CA 93015-1532
(805) 524-2411
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tung Vu
3687 Greenlee Dr Apt 2
San Jose, CA 95117-1471
(408) 997-7089
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rick St. John
1 Daniel Burnham Ct
San Francisco, CA 94109-5455
(415) 563-7382
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Erin Caughman
1938 33rd Ave
San Francisco, CA 94116-1125
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Russell Weisz
319 Laguna St
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-6109
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sally Benardo
16612 Graham Pl
Huntington Beach, CA 92649-3619
(714) 846-7310
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ronald Brown
43300 Elkhorn Trl Apt H10
Palm Desert, CA 92211-7566
(760) 485-8294
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jill Waller
12047 World Trade Dr Unit 2
San Diego, CA 92128-4679
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Danard
1501 Blake St Apt 402
Berkeley, CA 94703-1884
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Aaron Rowe
2727 Bennett Ridge Rd
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-8831
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandy Brassard
3804 23rd St
San Francisco, CA 94114-3321
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Jean Edwards
205 East St
Penngrove, CA 94951
(707) 665-0918
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Hutchinson
23245 Sylvan St
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-1524
(818) 888-8175



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
John HolmesJohn HolmesJohn HolmesJohn Holmes         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 08:11 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to John HolmesPlease respond to John HolmesPlease respond to John HolmesPlease respond to John Holmes

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Holmes
1338 Douglass St
San Francisco, CA 94131-1830
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Sandra Levine
1160 Idylberry Rd
San Rafael, CA 94903-1130
(415) 499-1007
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kimberly Leeds
14 Sanderling Ln
Aliso Viejo, CA 92656-1220
(310) 394-8718
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Fries
259 Bennett Ave
Long Beach, CA 90803-1529
(562) 433-5445
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melitta von Abele
68 Camelback Ct
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-1330
(111) 111-1111
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

We are deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. We are concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, we urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Eve & David Gordon
5708 Chimineas Ave
Tarzana, CA 91356-1705
(818) 708-7698
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Colleen Rodger
3450 Market St Apt 401
San Francisco, CA 94114-2770
(415) 555-1212
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Angie Bahris
1904 6th Street
Santa Monica, CA 90405-1206
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathleen Smith
1716 Sunbeam Lake Dr # 448
El Centro, CA 92243-9669
(510) 386-0973



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Don MeehanDon MeehanDon MeehanDon Meehan         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 07:41 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Don MeehanPlease respond to Don MeehanPlease respond to Don MeehanPlease respond to Don Meehan

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Don Meehan
1714 Merrill Dr
San Jose, CA 95124-5939
(408) 723-0385
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Virginia Krutilek
921 Broadway
Alameda, CA 94501-6331
(510) 523-2377
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margeaux Lum
390 N Winchester Blvd
Santa Clara, CA 95050-6563
(408) 557-9361
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Robin Spring
454 Suncrest Way
Watsonville, CA 95076-3645
(831) 761-9394
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Blakemore
5650 Buckskin Rd
Mariposa, CA 95338-9688
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Abot Bensussen
5917 Eton Ct
San Diego, CA 92122-3203
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Bowden
733 Caskey St
Bay Point, CA 94565-6776
(925) 458-9730
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matthew Rivers
11401 Tampa Ave Unit 108
Northridge, CA 91326-1740
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

As one who vacations in San Luis Obispo County I am deeply concerned
about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to
communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Turner-McKibben
23296 Sonnet Dr
Moreno Valley, CA 92557-5403
(951) 924-8150
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dwight Barry
3185 Contra Loma Blvd
Antioch, CA 94509-5479
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Quadros
48243 Turquoise St
Fremont, CA 94539-7656
(510) 656-7654
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Faith Harrison
78655 Sagebrush Ave
La Quinta, CA 92253-2469
(760) 289-7735
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Norup
1043 K St
Crescent City, CA 95531-2710
(555) 111-1111
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Hay
9416 Carlton Oaks Dr Unit D
Santee, CA 92071-2526
(619) 749-1955
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katharine Warner
8842 Riderwood Dr
Sunland, CA 91040-2625
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Virginia Krutilek
921 Broadway
Alameda, CA 94501-6331
(510) 523-2377
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Owens
1039 Santa Clara Ave Apt A
Alameda, CA 94501-2342
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jacalyn Booth
1975 Maricopa Hwy Spc 55
Ojai, CA 93023-2359
(805) 640-7442
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jen Harrison
1396 Sanchez St
San Francisco, CA 94131-2054
(415) 553-2379
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kelly Janes
969 Bush St
San Francisco, CA 94109-6366
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandy Williams
530 S Stewart Dr
Covina, CA 91723-3167
(626) 915-4734
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Norup
1043 K St
Crescent City, CA 95531-2710
(555) 111-1111
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Josephson
PO Box 2000
Berkeley, CA 94702-0006
(773) 749-2660
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rachel Pauker
2846 Shasta Rd
Berkeley, CA 94708-2048
(510) 848-7218
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Davis
32466 Capitola Ct
Union City, CA 94587-5164
(510) 489-2334
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Briere
25769 Olivas Park Rd
Valencia, CA 91355-2411
(661) 254-8788
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret Morales
1530 Leila Ct
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-2952
(831) 464-7661
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Haberer
757 Spruce St
Berkeley, CA 94707-2040
(510) 528-5202
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Bayer
11536 Alkaid Dr
San Diego, CA 92126-1370
(858) 547-3542
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lilibeth Munoz
2669 Griffin Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90031-2349
(323) 441-0780
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

As a resident of Arroyo Grande, I am deeply concerned about the
proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery.
This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Alan Connerley
989 Sycamore Dr
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420-4246
(916) 489-3005
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dwight Barry
3185 Contra Loma Blvd
Antioch, CA 94509-5479
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Celia Nunez
4617 Ottawa Ct
Rocklin, CA 95765-5209
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristy Madden
1414 Randall St
Glendale, CA 91201-2726
(818) 500-9123



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Dorothy WakeDorothy WakeDorothy WakeDorothy Wake         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 07:41 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Dorothy WakePlease respond to Dorothy WakePlease respond to Dorothy WakePlease respond to Dorothy Wake

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dorothy Wake
1120 35th Ave
Sacramento, CA 95822-2438
(916) 395-0599
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Hunter
PO Box 1
Pioneer, CA 95666-0001
(209) 295-8669
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Sigler
709 W Fremont Ave Apt 2
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-2327
(408) 736-6970
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Shigley
3559 Marlesta Dr
San Diego, CA 92111-4718
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Smitha Srinivasa
5639 S Holt Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90056-1314
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ernest Medeiros
PO Box 54
Forestville, CA 95436-0054
(707) 820-1246
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jane Neufeld
3434 Richardson Dr
San Jose, CA 95127-1555
(408) 926-3055
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Mclaurin
179 Niblick Rd # 322
Paso Robles, CA 93446-4845
(805) 712-1898
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeanette Berlin
1348 S Huron Dr
Santa Ana, CA 92704-3042
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gail Jarocki
6182 McBryde Ave
Richmond, CA 94805-1223
(510) 235-8763
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Weber
3555 Mira Pacific Dr
Oceanside, CA 92056-3933
(760) 754-2565
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vance Jason
5464 Wisteria Way
Livermore, CA 94551-6913
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Deamer
605 Glenwood Ave
Mill Valley, CA 94941-3988
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Price
1275 Hudson Ave
Saint Helena, CA 94574-1919
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Ahearn
2500 Fair Oaks Blvd Apt 20
Sacramento, CA 95825-7682
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Nichols
PO Box 370
Descanso, CA 91916-0370
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Reimer
1771 Highland Blvd
Hayward, CA 94542-1109
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Peter Castro
4151 Maritime Rd
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275-6059
(909) 399-3915
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maureen Roche
PO Box 146
Petrolia, CA 95558-0146
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. June Stoelzel
6810 Xana Way
Carlsbad, CA 92009-6026
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sue Treanor
12438 Short Ave Apt 1
Los Angeles, CA 90066-6458
(310) 439-2744
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sandra Mccolley
5139 Taos Dr
Montclair, CA 91763-2871
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret Adam
PO Box 78565
Corona, CA 92877-0152
(951) 279-7882
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Keith Morris
1522 1/2 Rosalia Rd
Los Angeles, CA 90027-5520
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leslie Alexander
1960 Clay St Apt 304
San Francisco, CA 94109-3436
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzanne Pena
2407 Ivy Pl
Fullerton, CA 92835-3012
(714) 961-1336
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joanne Kelly
PO Box 1629
Monterey, CA 93942-1629
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Alicia Salazar
3436 E 2nd St
Los Angeles, CA 90063-2916
(323) 269-0039
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the above reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed
rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Nikos Mastrodemos
4565 Viro Rd
La Canada, CA 91011-3763
(818) 790-5761
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edwin Mccready
1818 Whitley Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90028-4976
(323) 960-0293
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. rudy zeller
1343 Peralta Ave
Berkeley, CA 94702-1127
(510) 758-1267
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Derrick Terry
2018 W 85th St
Los Angeles, CA 90047-2915
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Murray
829 Sheridan Ave
Chico, CA 95926-4054
(530) 518-7029
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Walter Ramsey
4165 Cherry Ct
Oakley, CA 94561-3919
(925) 625-2328
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shirley Eglington
705 Lakeview Way
Emerald Hills, CA 94062-3429
(650) 365-7359
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Frances Luevano
PO Box 8192
Woodland, CA 95776-8192
(530) 207-9549
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Leitch
2554 Lincoln Blvd
Venice, CA 90291-5043
(310) 990-1003



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Simone St ClareSimone St ClareSimone St ClareSimone St Clare         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 07:11 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Simone St ClarePlease respond to Simone St ClarePlease respond to Simone St ClarePlease respond to Simone St Clare

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Simone St Clare
824 Carter Acres Ln
Martinez, CA 94553-5953
(707) 748-0821



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Kathleen LanctotKathleen LanctotKathleen LanctotKathleen Lanctot         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 07:11 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Kathleen LanctotPlease respond to Kathleen LanctotPlease respond to Kathleen LanctotPlease respond to Kathleen Lanctot

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathleen Lanctot
Lockewood Ln
Scotts Valley, CA 95066-3946
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Murray
829 Sheridan Ave
Chico, CA 95926-4054
(530) 518-7029
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Murray
829 Sheridan Ave
Chico, CA 95926-4054
(530) 518-7029
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lauren Murdock
3940 Via Lucero Apt 16
Santa Barbara, CA 93110-1650
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lannette Rangel
600 Nantucket Dr
Chula Vista, CA 91911-6817
(760) 672-3359
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Wall
928 Hamilton Dr
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-3565
(925) 305-9334
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tom Wyman
4227 Miramonte Pl
Riverside, CA 92501-3054
(951) 534-0364
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Pavel Skaldin
1901 Taylor St
San Francisco, CA 94133-2611
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Nary Sao
9270 Little Creek Cir
Stockton, CA 95210-4493
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. John Moriarty
5427 Dudley Ct
Pleasanton, CA 94566-5933
(925) 846-1675
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ms. Courtney
962 N Wanda Rd
Orange, CA 92867-6214
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Luann Wherry
4502 Felton St
San Diego, CA 92116-4401
(619) 269-4670
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Jenkins
2497 Johnson Ave # B
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-5349
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ralph Mendelson
103 Knoll Cir
Saint Helena, CA 94574-9404
(707) 302-5121
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephanie Eckard
10824 Fair Oaks Blvd Apt 129
Fair Oaks, CA 95628-7909
(916) 863-6037
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Kristine Andarmani
19616 Ladera Ct
Saratoga, CA 95070-3329
(408) 394-5529
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Judith Skopek
1726 York View Cir
Vista, CA 92084-7625
(760) 842-7050
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Emanuelli
2550 Astral Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90046-1706
(323) 874-1625
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Mark Swoiskin
655 Redwood Hwy Frontage Rd
Mill Valley, CA 94941-3034
(415) 384-0612
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Massey
5924 Herzog St
Oakland, CA 94608-2310
(510) 658-8209
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia D'Ambrosio
610 San Gabriel Ave Apt G
Albany, CA 94706-1469
(999) 999-9999
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Andrea Bonnett
2591 Fair Oaks Ave # 306
Altadena, CA 91001-5074



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Lynette McLambLynette McLambLynette McLambLynette McLamb         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 10:09 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Lynette McLambPlease respond to Lynette McLambPlease respond to Lynette McLambPlease respond to Lynette McLamb

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynette McLamb
PO Box 400
Forest Knolls, CA 94933-0400
(111) 111-1111
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alice Alford
PO Box 2323
Blythe, CA 92226-2323
(602) 235-8829



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Kris CadaganKris CadaganKris CadaganKris Cadagan         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 10:09 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Kris CadaganPlease respond to Kris CadaganPlease respond to Kris CadaganPlease respond to Kris Cadagan

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kris Cadagan
13207 Sylva Ln
Sonora, CA 95370-5286
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Guy Erdman
5840 Orchard Ln
Forestville, CA 95436-9630
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lois Wagner
1543 Zapata Dr
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762-3544
(916) 941-6147
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carole Antouri
419 N Howard St
Glendale, CA 91206-3316
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Don Cremin
9365 Pollock Ln
Prunedale, CA 93907-1558
(831) 229-6536
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Pete Childs
70100 Mirage Cove Dr Unit 20
Rancho Mirage, CA 92270-2972
(760) 328-2322
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Shea Harvey
770 Lincoln Ave
Napa, CA 94558-5101
(707) 567-0419
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Winnie Gallagher
427 Lagunitas Ave Apt 202
Oakland, CA 94610-3539
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dexter Leland
1358 Yulupa Ave Apt A
Santa Rosa, CA 95405-7266
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret Shuler
147 N 5th Ave
Monrovia, CA 91016-1911
(818) 244-7620



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Jill PiersonJill PiersonJill PiersonJill Pierson         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 10:09 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Jill PiersonPlease respond to Jill PiersonPlease respond to Jill PiersonPlease respond to Jill Pierson

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jill Pierson
3233 W 180th St
Torrance, CA 90504-4015
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ana Belle
111 Homestead
Santa Clara, CA 95051
(555) 111-1111
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Foley
1419 Cottage St
Alameda, CA 94501-2427
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeffrey Hurwitz
582 42nd Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121-2531
(888) 555-1212
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. JoAnn Gerfen
1203 Sandstone Ln
Santa Maria, CA 93454-4735
(805) 349-2773
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Maurice Edwards
8623 Skyline Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90046-1419
(323) 656-8628
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marlene Denardo
1404 Stanley Dollar Dr
Walnut Creek, CA 94595-7410
(925) 891-4330
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy Guffey
PO Box 211
Running Springs, CA 92382-0211
(909) 725-7260
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Valerie Morrison
3640 S Sepulveda Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90034-6867
(323) 786-6230
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Trina Lopez
23rd St
San Francisco, CA 94110-3010
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy Guffey
PO Box 211
Running Springs, CA 92382-0211
(909) 725-7260
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Miriam Baum
6532 Peridot Ave
Alta Loma, CA 91701-3111
(909) 980-0809
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Carolyn Chris
1016 Prague St
San Francisco, CA 94112-4449
(415) 587-3049
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Murphey
PO Box 1696
Fort Bragg, CA 95437-1696
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bob Davis
3604 California St
Eureka, CA 95503-5132



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Jennifer FoyJennifer FoyJennifer FoyJennifer Foy         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 10:09 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Jennifer FoyPlease respond to Jennifer FoyPlease respond to Jennifer FoyPlease respond to Jennifer Foy

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Foy
2572 Cambria Rd
Pinon Hills, CA 92372-9460
(760) 963-7873
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennie Brawner
zzzzzzzzzz
San Marcos, CA 92078-4810
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Barry Hottle
2112 Arlington Dr
Roseville, CA 95747-9514
(916) 474-4952
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katie Dunlap
1734 W El Camino Real Apt 2
Mountain View, CA 94040-2465
(650) 969-0658
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stacey Weinberger
PO Box 406
360 Redwood Hwy.
Canyon, CA 94516-0406
(925) 377-6896
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Lorraine
2003 Burbank Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95407-7116
(707) 578-5438
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynn Smith
101 Enterprise Dr Apt 40
Rohnert Park, CA 94928-2481
(707) 586-1077
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Adolay
4126 Cowell Blvd
Davis, CA 95618-4322
(530) 312-5575
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matt Bender
1527 Villa Cardiff Dr
Cardiff By The Sea, CA 92007-1343



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
William CastleWilliam CastleWilliam CastleWilliam Castle         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 10:09 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to William CastlePlease respond to William CastlePlease respond to William CastlePlease respond to William Castle

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Castle
3603 Kingmont Ct
Loomis, CA 95650-8827
(916) 652-9017
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Etta Robin
12219 Winger St
Bakersfield, CA 93312-5824
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Monica Collins
50 Phelan Ave # 324
San Francisco, CA 94112-1898
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Luzanne Engh
1021 Via Aliso
Alameda, CA 94502-6837
(510) 521-2094
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Vaillancourt
1626 Kurtz St
Oceanside, CA 92054-5534
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Annette Novak
146 E Portola Ave
Los Altos, CA 94022-1243
(650) 941-2792
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lola Aingworth
755 Tudor Cir
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360-5246
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pat Pollastrini
331 Livorna Heights Rd
Alamo, CA 94507-1326
(925) 935-0932
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pamela Lau
1097 Smith Ave
Campbell, CA 95008-4537
(408) 866-0137
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Cottle
1318 E St Apt 803
Sacramento, CA 95814-1469
(916) 752-8561
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Feissel
5895 Mountain Hawk Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95409-4358
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Briggs
46 20th Ct
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254-2804
(000) 000-0000
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan Lee
2337 15th St
Eureka, CA 95501-1308
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Nunes
320 Oak Meadow Ln
Paso Robles, CA 93446-4047
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.
Protect  the future of California
It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dana Spencer
PO Box 1496
Tahoe City, CA 96145-1496
(530) 583-5650
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ranjit Chacko
1673 1/2 Hayes St
San Francisco, CA 94117-1326
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Norm Wilmes
3120 Live Oak Blvd
Yuba City, CA 95991-8866
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks - particularly for children and
the elderly - of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joshua Jones
4232 Pavlov Ave
San Diego, CA 92122-3721
(619) 429-4704
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Esther Chavez
19112 Parthenia St Apt 10
Northridge, CA 91324-3628
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Roberta Hannibal
2101 California St Apt 206
Mountain View, CA 94040-1683
(510) 654-6172
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lewis Campbell
General Delivery
Sebastopol, CA 95472-9999
(707) 338-5803
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rio Duke
1633 Bedford Ln
Newport Beach, CA 92660-4706
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rita Xavier
2703 18th St
San Pablo, CA 94806-2305
(510) 233-4672
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. K. R. Di Donna
PO Box 1434
La Jolla, CA 92038-1434
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Reyna Garcia Ramos
1887 Yorba Dr
Pomona, CA 91768-1554
(909) 397-0474
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Dickason
2050 Lovall Valley Rd
Sonoma, CA 95476-8617
(707) 935-0505
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Arlene Stone
1320 Pineridge Dr
Cambria, CA 93428-5932
(805) 927-8405
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Claudia Hevel
1001 Suffolk Way
Los Altos, CA 94024-5527
(650) 988-0424
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Eve Anne Wilkes
1931 Twin Creeks Ct
Napa, CA 94559-4164
(707) 257-7265
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tom Gallagher
1452 Floribunda Ave
Burlingame, CA 94010-7515
(650) 716-8355
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marian Emmons
17141 Table Mountain Rd
Jamestown, CA 95327-9772
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Janice Seeley
2346 Andre Ln
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-7896
(707) 540-0388
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Colleen Ayotte
930 Vicar Ln
San Jose, CA 95117-2577
(414) 238-4897
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Shillcock
74582 Moss Rose Dr
Palm Desert, CA 92260-3131
(760) 568-9619
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maria Siciliano
10790 Rose Ave Unit 102
Los Angeles, CA 90034-4440
(310) 559-4545
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Gilbrech
222 7th Ave
San Mateo, CA 94401-4294
(650) 348-2042
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. LIAM BERGSTROM
1410 Hoover Ct
Alameda, CA 94501-3729
(510) 865-8471
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy Sachter
1933 Selby Ave Apt 102
Los Angeles, CA 90025-5869
(310) 475-3851
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Wappler
PO Box 1297
Ojai, CA 93024-1297
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Hernandez
278 S Prospect Ave
Tustin, CA 92780-1510
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Arthur Chan
3727 Northridge Dr
Concord, CA 94518-1646
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edwin Ek
212 San Vicente Blvd
Santa Monica, CA 90402-1559
(310) 739-9194
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Lamont
11922 Tennessee Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90064-1129
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. julianna johson
45 Solano St
Brisbane, CA 94005-1330
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bert Bigelow
2001 N Agate St
Orange, CA 92867-2904
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Matlock
3594 Grim Ave
San Diego, CA 92104-4227
(619) 295-2437
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Jessica May
250 Mariah Pl
Santa Rosa, CA 95409-2693
(707) 849-3267
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melanie Goldman
31078 Mesa Crest Rd
Valley Center, CA 92082-5006
(760) 666-9494
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ana Herold
1021 Banyan Way
Pacifica, CA 94044-3631
(000) 000-0000
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Annette-Marie Daoust
2386 Cartegena Way
Oceanside, CA 92056-1741
(760) 754-2743
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Claire Carsman
360 W Pico Rd
Palm Springs, CA 92262-1914
(760) 832-7947
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Betti
3490 Coy Dr
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-4530
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Benita Smith
2315 Oak St
Berkeley, CA 94708-1628
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dana May
12251 Fallingleaf St
Garden Grove, CA 92840-4208
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jerry Hughes
2810 Union St Apt 14
San Diego, CA 92103-6058
(619) 272-8953
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Hyde
PO Box 186
Orick, CA 95555-0186
(484) 437-5147
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Ryan
2103 Del Hollow St
Lakewood, CA 90712-2843
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Mitton
3625 Regal Pl Apt 10
Los Angeles, CA 90068-1268
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I remember very well the explosion at the railroad station in Roseville
several years ago, which is why I am deeply concerned about the
proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery.
This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sheila Desmond
3148 Piper Ct
Cameron Park, CA 95682-9130
(530) 676-3426
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Veraldi
21 Lapidge St
San Francisco, CA 94110-1688
(415) 252-9408
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Palmer
PO Box 441
Idyllwild, CA 92549-0441
(951) 659-3231
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. M Sanders
1007 G St
Petaluma, CA 94952-4123
(707) 769-0778
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Duckson
1300 W Menlo Ave Spc 167
Hemet, CA 92543-3771
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Robert Schultz
10635 Jimenez St
Lake View Terrace, CA 91342-6833
(818) 897-1216
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Warshauer
11848 Dorothy St
Los Angeles, CA 90049-5435
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Christine Storey
1168 Meadowbrook Rd
Altadena, CA 91001-3134
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Ann Finger
PO Box 460
San Quentin, CA 94964-0460
(415) 381-2287



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Janet BlevinsJanet BlevinsJanet BlevinsJanet Blevins         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 09:40 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Janet BlevinsPlease respond to Janet BlevinsPlease respond to Janet BlevinsPlease respond to Janet Blevins

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Blevins
1237 Primrose Ct
Lompoc, CA 93436-3260
(805) 717-4160
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Malcolm Groome
19688 Grand View Dr
Topanga, CA 90290-3353
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Rogers
6 Montak
Reseda, CA 90023
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

Since Phillips admits the crude-by-rail poses a serious risk to the
health of the communities through which it would pass, WHY is it even
being considered?
Is the state of our politics so corrupt that even the most dangerous
self-interested corporate projects can find a way to approval?  I
certainly hope not.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.



Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elizabeth Goodwin
2062 Vine St
Hollywood, CA 90068-3928
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Leslie Mackay
55 Hancock St
San Francisco, CA 94114-2619
(415) 565-0415
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dean Wojak
2109 N Meadows Ave
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266-4018
(760) 936-7669
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Sarah Westberg
879 Vista Del Brisa
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-4826
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Aguirre
5425 Hillcrest Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90043-2322
(323) 309-7177
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Tullius
3810 Rio Hondo Ave
Rosemead, CA 91770-2115
(626) 444-0407
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jesse Abrams
2 Silkgrass
Irvine, CA 92614-7082
(503) 740-1060
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

My family and I are deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail
project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents
significant and unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal will undoubtedly serously increase the number of crude
oil unit trains traveling through numerous California communities and
population centers.

We are concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from these
shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public health.
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning
communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review,
Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility will
create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution,
including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report
cites increased health risks -- particularly for children and the
elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and premature
death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public.

The recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk.

The EIR must also fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a
spill near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa
Maria refinery, including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and
California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream,
reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking
water for millions of Californians. During a time of extreme drought,
SLO must not approve this project and create contamination risk for the
rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account.

At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining process, tar
sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing
tar sands to California will undermine the state's efforts to be a
global leader addressing climate disruption.



Also, we urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, we urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur.

This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks
for our communities and our climate.  Short term-economic gain is not
worth the risk.

Sincerely,

Mr. Allen Bohnert
1854 Renoir Ave
Davis, CA 95618-0509
(770) 378-8573
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laurel Langill
455 Valley View Dr
Los Altos, CA 94024-4741
(650) 949-0979
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Allen
402 Hill St
Capitola, CA 95010-3605
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Judie Swinington
420 N Acacia Ave
Solana Beach, CA 92075-1110
(858) 259-9171
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Miles Gibson
21831 Mt.View Rd
Boonville, CA 95415
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Rodriguez
1204 E 7th St
National City, CA 91950-2528
(619) 434-3373



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Vera WhelanVera WhelanVera WhelanVera Whelan         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 09:39 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Vera WhelanPlease respond to Vera WhelanPlease respond to Vera WhelanPlease respond to Vera Whelan

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vera Whelan
1075 Bermuda Dr
Redlands, CA 92374-6268
(909) 798-6226
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. John & Hudelle Newman
1237 Blackfield Dr
Santa Clara, CA 95051-3908
(650) 363-8300
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathryn Sward
200 Pacific Way
Muir Beach, CA 94965-9734
(415) 383-6762
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joey Mccutchan
428 Howard Heights Rd
Eureka, CA 95503-9570
(707) 407-3248
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karma Boyer
302 Mission Serra Ter
Chico, CA 95926-5125
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dianne Busse
2918 Ransford Ave
Pacific Grove, CA 93950-5151
(831) 649-8568
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Nelson
PO Box 872
Twain Harte, CA 95383-0872
(209) 586-0303
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Applebaum
3229 Lake Albano Cir
San Jose, CA 95135-1424
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Vaniderstine
PO Box 8288
Van Nuys, CA 91409-8288
(818) 481-3552
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ivan Light
819 Marymount Ln
Claremont, CA 91711-1513
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Lessels
166 Lassen Dr
Santa Barbara, CA 93111-2110
(805) 964-0873
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. A D
414 Orchard Dr
Burbank, CA 91506
(555) 555-5555
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I do not understand why this proposal is even on the table given the
vast amount of damage that could be caused by a single accident. I do
not believe we even have the ability to clean up an accident
completely. We have other alternatives for energy that are
non-polluting; this pipeline is a ridiculous waste of taxpayer monies
and a serious threat to health and business in our beautiful tourist
attracting state.

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.



Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Valerie Justus-Rusconi
1005 Summit Rd
Watsonville, CA 95076-9785
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathy Mayes
605 Alston Rd
Santa Barbara, CA 93108-2305
(805) 565-8540
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brad Mallory
2668 E Solar Ave
Fresno, CA 93720-4618
(559) 322-6703
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diana Hrabowecki
4915 Indian Wood Rd
Culver City, CA 90230-7554
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Irene Creighton
72630 Homestead Rd
Palm Desert, CA 92260-6572
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Virginia Sturken
1930 Vicente St
San Francisco, CA 94116-2942
(415) 759-5594
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil. For the safety of citizens, please reject this
proposal.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Carrillo
907 Adams St Apt C
Albany, CA 94706-2055
(510) 524-9319
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lori Swanson
9875 Bluegill Dr
Paso Robles, CA 93446-7713
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sam Plotkin
1333 S Bev Gln Blvd Apt 304
Los Angeles, CA 90024-5273
(310) 441-5658
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Meteka Bullard
3500 W Manchester Blvd
Inglewood, CA 90305-2164
(424) 800-2193
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maureen Toth
11206 Laurie Dr
Studio City, CA 91604-3877
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jessy Melowicz
904 Silver Spur Rd
Rolling Hills Estates, CA 90274-3800



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Allison HarnessAllison HarnessAllison HarnessAllison Harness         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 09:39 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Allison HarnessPlease respond to Allison HarnessPlease respond to Allison HarnessPlease respond to Allison Harness

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Allison Harness
3555 Lehigh Dr Apt 1
Santa Clara, CA 95051-6062
(408) 261-9855
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Lamers
PO Box 3507
San Bernardino, CA 92413-3507
(909) 376-8757
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Johnston
1022 Petra Dr
Napa, CA 94558-1109
(707) 254-1927
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ben Braver
2241 Lafayette Dr
Antioch, CA 94509-5869
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Patterson
1550 Sunny Ct
Walnut Creek, CA 94595-2336
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stacey Sklute
3107 Midvale Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90034-3409
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Smigelski
1221 Dewing Ln
Walnut Creek, CA 94595-1413
(925) 939-9315
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Adria Arko
996 Allesandro St
Morro Bay, CA 93442-2341
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna Kowzan
13644 Deering Ln
Moorpark, CA 93021-2844
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jason Cunningham
10989 Bluffside Dr Apt 3418
Studio City, CA 91604-4462
(310) 288-8000
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Taylor
26230 Laramie St
Apple Valley, CA 92308-0550
(760) 998-8484
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tina Dickason
574 Leighton St
Cambria, CA 93428-3218
(805) 924-1404
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kim Chasen
PO Box 4586
Palm Springs, CA 92263-4586
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Jones
1501 4th St
Los Osos, CA 93402-1607
(805) 356-4903
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Angela Vanderpool
7039 New York Ave
Fontana, CA 92336-0841
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Timothy Larkin
1515 Sutter St
Apt 210
San Francisco, CA 94109-5337
(415) 921-8824
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Barshow
2076 Lynwood Ter
San Jose, CA 95128-1440
(408) 248-6849



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Cynthia PatrickCynthia PatrickCynthia PatrickCynthia Patrick         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 09:39 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Cynthia PatrickPlease respond to Cynthia PatrickPlease respond to Cynthia PatrickPlease respond to Cynthia Patrick

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cynthia Patrick
944 Albany Ave
Ventura, CA 93004-2370
(805) 647-4356
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marjory Keenan
1816 Vine St
Berkeley, CA 94703-1138
(510) 525-2649
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Kuhn
815 Ashland Ave
Santa Monica, CA 90405-4657
(310) 396-1311
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alison Paskal
1001 46th St Unit 307
Emeryville, CA 94608-3466
(510) 339-3668
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Cole
3524 Paseo De Los Americanos
Oceanside, CA 92056-4168
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rhetta Alexander
6903 Burnet Ave
Van Nuys, CA 91405-3557
(909) 337-4943
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joyce Lane
6065 Meade Ave
San Diego, CA 92115-5444
(619) 255-2158
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ron Kaiser
14065 Mango Dr Apt F
Del Mar, CA 92014-4901
(858) 755-4952
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Margie Borchers
401 E Micheltorena St
Santa Barbara, CA 93101-1138
(805) 770-3822
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Margie Borchers
401 E Micheltorena St
Santa Barbara, CA 93101-1138
(805) 770-3822
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Amelia Mack
1155 Virginia St
Berkeley, CA 94702-1342
(415) 670-0578
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Melanie Jackson
6536 Pine Valley Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95409-5886
(707) 303-7638
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Scott Tong
1200 Gough St
San Francisco, CA 94109-6609
(415) 563-4567
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gordon Ivens
6281 Pine Crest Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90042-4346
(323) 259-2450
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I fully endorse the contents of the form letter that follows. As a
California resident, I am deeply concerned about the proposed
crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This
project presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California. Please consider my request. Thank you for your
time.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ruth Judkowitz
9352 Thompson Ave
Chatsworth, CA 91311-6443
(818) 888-7521
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. matthew rogers
1014 Alabama St
San Francisco, CA 94110-3433
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Glenn Ducat
203 Savona Walk Apt 302
Long Beach, CA 90803-5028
(562) 439-4027
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Clare Hooson
1203 Alameda De Las Pulgas
Belmont, CA 94002-3511
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cheryl Binns
3 Monarch Bay Plz
Dana Point, CA 92629-3440
(949) 493-5155
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Alicia Jackson
401 Goheen Cir
Vallejo, CA 94591-4114
(707) 644-1787
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tommy Killingsworth
4809 Clairemont Mesa Blvd
San Diego, CA 92117-2173
(858) 569-5994
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joanna Stanford
Tamarisk St
Palm Desert, CA 92260-5744
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vicki Hall
16055 Chella Dr
Hacienda Heights, CA 91745-6402
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. E Alexander Glover
620 Sand Hill Rd Apt 202g
Palo Alto, CA 94304-2625
(650) 854-5674
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Wilson
18082 Las Cumbres Rd
Los Gatos, CA 95033-8247
(408) 399-0178
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith & John Kirk
272 Nevada St
Redwood City, CA 94062-2136
(650) 366-9783
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marilyn Shepherd
PO Box 715
Trinidad, CA 95570-0715
(111) 111-1111
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Gilia Humrich
9887 Hillside Dr
Forestville, CA 95436-9774
(707) 887-2279
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Don?t allow Phillips 66 to put at risk, people, California?s limited
wter supplies or large tracts of tinder dry nature!

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dean Kelley
75th Street
Los Angeles, CA 90045
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Parker Stellato
3015 E Bayshore Rd
Redwood City, CA 94063-4141
(650) 000-0000
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Marco Van
3130 Wilshire Blvd Ste 100
Santa Monica, CA 90403-2347
(310) 804-0096
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Philip Glaser
25501 Camino Los Padres
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677-5853
(949) 218-5013
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susie Foot
1873 Cliff Ave
Mckinleyville, CA 95519-3389
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

SURFERS' ENVIRONMENTAL ALLIANCE

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Littlefield, West Coast Director, S.E.A.
410 Seacliff Dr
Aptos, CA 95003-4322
(831) 661-5287
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Scott
4370 Tao Way
Butte Valley, CA 95965-8345
(111) 111-1111
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Hersh
1166 Luxton St
Seaside, CA 93955-6037
(831) 656-9319



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Ron MelinRon MelinRon MelinRon Melin         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 09:38 AM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Ron MelinPlease respond to Ron MelinPlease respond to Ron MelinPlease respond to Ron Melin

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ron Melin
22013 Marjorie Ave
Torrance, CA 90503-6938
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Brenda Smith
41550 Comptche Ukiah Rd
Mendocino, CA 95460-9598
(707) 357-2496
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jayne Cerny
PO Box 241
Inverness, CA 94937-0241
(415) 669-7243
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Davis
1405 Broadway
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-2510
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Susan Randall
2808 Northview Ave
Arroyo Grande, CA 93420-5560
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Shawn zubicek
399 Mill St
Willits, CA 95490-3847
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ernest Canning
2911 Parkview Dr
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362-4649
(805) 492-3370
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barb Kaye
943 Evelyn Ave
Albany, CA 94706-2013
(510) 527-9618
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. C L Whiteside
658 66th St
Oakland, CA 94609-1004
(510) 654-3359
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Veneziale
7 41st Ave
San Mateo, CA 94403-5105
(415) 802-5881
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Garrine Petersen
12130 Truesdale St
Sun Valley, CA 91352-1333
(818) 767-2174
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Haley
35399 Ridge Route Rd.
Castaic, CA 91384
(661) 294-9999
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Gordon
1750 Prefumo Canyon Rd Apt 17
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-6123
(805) 543-5239
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Suzanne Wertheim
430 N Genesee Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90036-2247
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nathan Vogel
49 Alpine Ter
San Francisco, CA 94117-3110
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ardis Jackson
320 Napa St
Rodeo, CA 94572-1330
(510) 693-0852
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Brown
3701 Glendon Ave Apt 3
Los Angeles, CA 90034-6251
(310) 280-0318
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Pfeiffer
389 W Mendocino St
Altadena, CA 91001-4650
(626) 798-8062
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gloria Walters
2411 Downer Ave
Richmond, CA 94804-1437
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jered Cargman
48700 Twin Pines Rd
Banning, CA 92220-9667
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips
66 Santa Maria Refinery, which presents unacceptable risks to
communities across California, by increasing the number of crude oil
unit trains traveling through numerous communities.

In its latest environmental review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its
proposed oil train facility will create "significant and
unavoidable" levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur
dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals! Its own report cites increased
health risks -- particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer,
heart disease, respiratory disease, and premature death. It is also
clear that communities and emergency responders along the rail route
are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety
standards are not adequate to protect the public.

The recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil. The EIR must also fully analyze the potential
worst-case scenario of a spill near each of the many watersheds crossed
en route to the Santa Maria refinery, including the San Francisco
Bay-Delta watershed and California's central coast. A derailment near a
river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could
contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time
of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create
contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,



Ms. Gail Weininger
1 Kingsbury Ct
Alameda, CA 94501-1152
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gregory Miller
240 Taos Rd
Altadena, CA 91001-3953
(626) 808-0169



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Zoe HarrisZoe HarrisZoe HarrisZoe Harris         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:07 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Zoe HarrisPlease respond to Zoe HarrisPlease respond to Zoe HarrisPlease respond to Zoe Harris

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Zoe Harris
PO Box 265
San Anselmo, CA 94979-0265
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Valerie Lizarraga
865 W Ashiya Rd
Montebello, CA 90640-2563
(323) 721-3818
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Life is more important than economics.

Sincerely,

Ms. Josephine Laing
141 Cuesta Dr
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-1132
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Theodore Kerhulas
15926 Valley Wood Rd
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403-4734
(818) 784-9025
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amanda Gaona
6901 Courtside Cir Apt 9
Bakersfield, CA 93309-8020
(661) 398-9524
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. George Schneider
2029 Tulip St
San Diego, CA 92105-5153
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anna K
Vista
Los Angeles, CA 90046
000000000
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ron Schutte
3706 Georgia St Apt 1
San Diego, CA 92103-4650
(619) 688-1097
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Michelle Belmessieri
99 Cherry Blossom Dr
San Jose, CA 95123-2137
(408) 365-9985
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Delone Green
106 Via Cordova
Newport Beach, CA 92663-4625
(949) 675-6406
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bonnie McGraw
9013 Park Meadows Dr
Elk Grove, CA 95624-2711
(916) 714-2329
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lavive Kiely
1420 Portola Dr
San Francisco, CA 94127-1409
(415) 681-2355
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lance Jordan
1969 Frankfort St
San Diego, CA 92110-3408
(619) 276-6943
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Miryam Liberman
31822 Village Center Rd Ste 107
Thousand Oaks, CA 91361-4329
(818) 991-7189
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Gingrich
4317 Gloria Ct
Rohnert Park, CA 94928-1550
(707) 829-6659
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sam Romero
5134 Moorcroft Cir
Stockton, CA 95206-6156
(209) 814-1612
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Elsbury
2246 35th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94116-1613
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tara Parker-Essig
640 C St
Davis, CA 95616-3712
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Davison
14380 Morelli Ln
Sebastopol, CA 95472-8910
(707) 874-3704
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Claudia Afonso
44465 N El Macero Dr
El Macero, CA 95618-1062
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andy Tomsky
2065 Rockhoff Rd
Escondido, CA 92026-1130
(619) 795-7275
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Mickle
1820 Capitol Ave Apt 701
Sacramento, CA 95811-4119
(916) 446-1613
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

As an environmental epidemiologist, I am deeply concerned about the
proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery.
This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Sally Picciotto
5940 Chabot Rd
Oakland, CA 94618-1253
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mignon Moskowitz
301 Shepard Ln
Bishop, CA 93514-2137
(760) 872-3999
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vickie Thomas
2417 Bonar St
Berkeley, CA 94702-2020
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Oroz
14986 Shasta Ln
Morgan Hill, CA 95037-6019
(408) 555-5555



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Nancy CareyNancy CareyNancy CareyNancy Carey         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:07 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Nancy CareyPlease respond to Nancy CareyPlease respond to Nancy CareyPlease respond to Nancy Carey

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Carey
77 Solano Sq # 154
Benicia, CA 94510-2712
(707) 557-5288
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Hollier
PO Box 3453
Crestline, CA 92325-3453
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Davidson
480 Mount Wilson Trl
Sierra Madre, CA 91024-1229
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maryellen Redish
671 S Riverside Dr Apt 6
Palm Springs, CA 92264-0648
(760) 322-6169
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shirley Chiu
320 Waverly St
Sunnyvale, CA 94086-6055
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Charleen Steeves
3130 Schweitzer Dr
Topanga, CA 90290-4466
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mara Hornby
24701 Stratton Ln
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677-2182
(949) 363-7691
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Samuel Rosenfeld
1100 Pine Oak Ln
Pasadena, CA 91105-1141
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gloria Badella
9435 Argonne Way
Forestville, CA 95436-9530



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Amy ZinkAmy ZinkAmy ZinkAmy Zink         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:07 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Amy ZinkPlease respond to Amy ZinkPlease respond to Amy ZinkPlease respond to Amy Zink

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amy Zink
400 Wayne Ave
Oakland, CA 94606-1167
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Teresa Leader-Anderson
10282 New Bedford Ct
Lakeside, CA 92040-2354
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Helen Rogers
PO Box 255393
Sacramento, CA 95865-5393
(916) 921-6921
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. C Mcdaniel
44730 San Antonio Cir
Palm Desert, CA 92260-3509
(760) 568-4143
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sam Romero
5134 Moorcroft Cir
Stockton, CA 95206-6156
(209) 814-1612
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Johanna Hart
3131 Pacheco St
San Francisco, CA 94116-1167
(415) 566-7271
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. V Joseph Klein
700 E L St
Benicia, CA 94510-3515
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Patino
2121 Avenue of The Stars
Los Angeles, CA 90067-5010
(818) 744-3376
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Chris Hudnall
5300 Tegan Rd
Elk Grove, CA 95758-5919



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Jeffrey NicholsJeffrey NicholsJeffrey NicholsJeffrey Nichols         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:07 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Jeffrey NicholsPlease respond to Jeffrey NicholsPlease respond to Jeffrey NicholsPlease respond to Jeffrey Nichols

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeffrey Nichols
5722 E Stillwater Ave Unit 8
Orange, CA 92869-3187
(714) 532-3413
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Malcolm Clark
PO Box 3328
Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546-3328
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kylie Cobb
2790 Broadway St
San Francisco, CA 94115-1105
(415) 254-2061
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jon Bazinet
15972 Via Paro
San Lorenzo, CA 94580-2444
(510) 000-0000



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
James KerrJames KerrJames KerrJames Kerr         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:07 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to James KerrPlease respond to James KerrPlease respond to James KerrPlease respond to James Kerr

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Kerr
PO Box 679
Redwood Valley, CA 95470-0679
(707) 485-7175
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am against being poisoned and put in danger so the oil companies can
continue to operate irresponsibly.

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzan Lins
1856 Pentas Ct
Carlsbad, CA 92011-5137
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Engle
19946 Archwood St
Winnetka, CA 91306-4319
(818) 340-9196
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marsha Maslan
617 Beloit Ave
Kensington, CA 94708-1117
(510) 526-7306
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Palandati
15226 Rio Nido Rd
Guerneville, CA 95446-9568
(707) 869-1941
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Clark
1113 Coral Dr
Roseville, CA 95661-4423
(916) 783-9597
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shiela Kenney
19431 Rue De Valore
Foothill Ranch, CA 92610-2307
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Iverson
309 Fernleaf Ave Apt C
Corona Del Mar, CA 92625-2919
(949) 642-6119
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nick Evanson
1218 Oddstad Blvd
Pacifica, CA 94044-3851
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.
These rail lines would have a highly detrimental effect on California
tourism and cause the loss of millions in tourism dollars.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Irene Dunny
17819 Sun Walk Ct
San Diego, CA 92127-1370
(858) 613-0335
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeffrey Hemenez
2600 Camino Ramon
San Ramon, CA 94583-5000
(925) 823-4000
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Eloise Hamann
7065 Inclined Pl
Dublin, CA 94568-2772
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Justin Toledo
3702 Merrimac Ave
San Diego, CA 92117-1849
(858) 483-5484



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Belinda PoropudasBelinda PoropudasBelinda PoropudasBelinda Poropudas         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:07 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Belinda PoropudasPlease respond to Belinda PoropudasPlease respond to Belinda PoropudasPlease respond to Belinda Poropudas

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Belinda Poropudas
21 Grove St
San Rafael, CA 94901-3650
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Bianchi
10460 Indian Hill Rd
Newcastle, CA 95658-9302
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Darcy Bergh
1719 28th St
San Diego, CA 92102-1418
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ralph Penfield
5560 Shasta Ln Apt 4
La Mesa, CA 91942-4402
(619) 461-9388
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark And Carolyn Wood-Patrick
3313 Lake Albano Cir
San Jose, CA 95135-1453
(408) 627-5025
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned and angered about the proposed crude-by-rail
project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents
significant and unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I strongly urge the planning department to examine the Santa
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train
terminal in Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66
refinery in Rodeo, CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these
facilities to allow them to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic
air and water pollution for families along the rail line and near the
Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria



project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Ogas
9771 Mesa Springs Way
Unit 108
San Diego, CA 92126-4130
(858) 693-8459
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Wilcox
462 Rosecrans Ave
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266-3400
(310) 386-5646
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Janice Atwell
2401 W Clark Ave
Burbank, CA 91506-1913
(818) 953-2920
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Victoria Shorr
16531 Akron St
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272-2306
(310) 454-6115
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mathew Vipond
2372 Portola Way
Sacramento, CA 95818-3554
(916) 942-9580
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Laura Galloway
6434 Chiriqui Ln
Carlsbad, CA 92009-4316
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Law
20 Live Oak Ln
Carmel Valley, CA 93924-9412
(831) 659-3574
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Jackman
306 Del Oro Ave
Davis, CA 95616-0417
(530) 756-3484
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lew Campbell
General Delivery
Morro Bay, CA 93442-9999
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Douglas Snyder
1570 Via Capri Apt 2
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-1362
(949) 494-7576
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Tewes
PO Box 132
Nevada City, CA 95959-0132
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Kyri Freeman
2700 Barstow Rd
Barstow, CA 92311-6608
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rosa Lucas
74351 Santolina Dr
Palm Desert, CA 92260-2665
(760) 773-4442
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dennis Ledden
4545 Grinding Rock Rd
Fiddletown, CA 95629-9604
(530) 620-4548
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Krupkin
4125 Inglewood Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90066-5217
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. John Gawlik
1039 Ford Dr
Nipomo, CA 93444-6661
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Krueger
10751 Alta Hill Mine Rd
Grass Valley, CA 95945-4800
(530) 274-3989
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Linda Avarello
406 Arenoso Ln Apt A
San Clemente, CA 92672-5282
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Philip Johnston
10 Carriage Ln
Scotts Valley, CA 95066-4700
(831) 461-1740
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Howard
133 Sandy Springs Ln
Berry Creek, CA 95916-9759
(530) 589-9875
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Jackson
15735 Faculty Ave
Bellflower, CA 90706-4213
(562) 920-1455
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Denise Vandermeer
20511 Hatteras St
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-5312
(818) 999-5399
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Conway
5341 De Roja Ave
Woodland Hills, CA 91364-1910
(818) 716-7621
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Lubin
10742 Arminta St
Sun Valley, CA 91352-4602
(818) 521-2050



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Janet CapannaJanet CapannaJanet CapannaJanet Capanna         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:07 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Janet CapannaPlease respond to Janet CapannaPlease respond to Janet CapannaPlease respond to Janet Capanna

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Capanna
655 Rim Rd
Pasadena, CA 91107-2124
(626) 351-0030
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Catherine Hirsch
PO Box 1543
Redway, CA 95560-1543
(808) 821-0470
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. E Peterson
1938 Montemar Way
San Jose, CA 95125-5647
(408) 859-1111
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Mcconnell
1233 Kawana Ter Apt 8201
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-6361
(707) 843-7398
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Graziano Siciliano
140 Broadhurst Gardens
London, CA 93012
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Fredrick Seil
1 Twain Ave
Berkeley, CA 94708-1734
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elena Limonta
Tazza,11b
Tazza
Usmate, CA 20865
(340) 924-5401
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Franken
1320 W Riverside Dr
Burbank, CA 91506-3006
(818) 955-8264
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Karen Mayes
2511 Castlerock Ln
Santa Maria, CA 93455-1696
(805) 938-7955
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edward Cyr
3220 Rancho Viejo
Atascadero, CA 93422-1567
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

We are deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers.  We are concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health.  Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, we urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, we urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. V And B Jones
Pob 90508
Torrance, CA 90508
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elena Limonta
Tazza,11b
Tazza
Usmate, CA 20865
(340) 924-5401
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Schmidt
463 Ely Rd N
Petaluma, CA 94954-1156
(707) 280-8469



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Dennis LoveDennis LoveDennis LoveDennis Love         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:07 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Dennis LovePlease respond to Dennis LovePlease respond to Dennis LovePlease respond to Dennis Love

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dennis Love
PO Box 720102
Pinon Hills, CA 92372-0102
(760) 885-4204
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gail Furillo
1478 Orchard Dr
Ojai, CA 93023-3841
(805) 646-7605



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
MauricioMauricioMauricioMauricio     &&&&    Susan SchraderSusan SchraderSusan SchraderSusan Schrader         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:07 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to MauricioPlease respond to MauricioPlease respond to MauricioPlease respond to Mauricio     &&&&    Susan SchraderSusan SchraderSusan SchraderSusan Schrader

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Mauricio & Susan Schrader
1660 Bidwell Ave
Chico, CA 95926-9642
(530) 894-4025
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Johanna Hart
3131 Pacheco St
San Francisco, CA 94116-1167
(415) 566-7271
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pat Moshier
5580 Paisano Ln
Yucca Valley, CA 92284-2156
(760) 644-4885
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. terance tashiro
8036 Westlawn Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90045-2751
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Mcdermott
5365 Stonehaven Dr
Yorba Linda, CA 92887-2687
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Steven Berman
2424 Spaulding Ave Apt 8
Berkeley, CA 94703-1665
(510) 644-2121
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Magana
4469 English Oaks Ave
Tracy, CA 95377-8250
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Caroline Krewson
2844 Chelsea Dr
Oakland, CA 94611-2508
(703) 627-8364
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beatrice Nelson
17090 Esteban St
Hayward, CA 94541-1024
(510) 432-6086
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jake Schwartz
152 Webster Street
Petaluma, CA 94952
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. marianne ewing
200 Elm Rd
Bolinas, CA 94924-9735
(415) 868-2038
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Juanita Westberg
17035 Deodar St
Hesperia, CA 92345-2116
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Heggie
532 Flood Ave
San Francisco, CA 94112-1337
(415) 587-8846
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Valerie Nesbitt
10 Laurelwood Ln
Paradise, CA 95969-2274
(530) 876-8875
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. susan wallis
184 W Montecito Ave
Sierra Madre, CA 91024-1823
(626) 355-7333
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elena Limonta
Tazza,11b
Tazza
Usmate, CA 20865
(340) 924-5401



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Laurel BeyrerLaurel BeyrerLaurel BeyrerLaurel Beyrer         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:07 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Laurel BeyrerPlease respond to Laurel BeyrerPlease respond to Laurel BeyrerPlease respond to Laurel Beyrer

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laurel Beyrer
4374 Linwood Pl
Riverside, CA 92506-1739
(951) 682-1440
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brad Trusso
3212 Laura Ln
Santa Cruz, CA 95065-1952
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Eric Towle
222 Green Valley Rd
Scotts Valley, CA 95066-3005
(831) 335-0391
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Lindsey
PO Box 1672
Idyllwild, CA 92549-1672
(951) 659-1901
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rosemarie Shishkin
411 44th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121-1410
(415) 221-8470
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Hirsh
2301 Oak St
Berkeley, CA 94708-1628
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Anthony Riggs
940 Grant St
Benicia, CA 94510-2935
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Casillas
2011 W 231st St
Torrance, CA 90501-5407
(310) 787-1121
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Samuel Martinez
1445 Lakeside Dr Apt 210
Oakland, CA 94612-4343
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vivienne Frost
424 Upham St
Petaluma, CA 94952-2651
(707) 773-7859
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sylvia Ruiz
PO Box 86995
Los Angeles, CA 90086-0995
(213) 555-4242
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jamie Weber
590 W Sierra Madre Blvd Apt I
Sierra Madre, CA 91024-2285
(626) 403-0786
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Raymie Roland
218 Walnut St
Petaluma, CA 94952-2745
(707) 824-9359
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Earle Hale
7216 Glen Haven Rd
Soquel, CA 95073-9741
(831) 475-5538
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Connie Jensen
PO Box 1291
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92693-1291
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maja Szachniewicz
5455 Sylmar Ave
Sherman Oaks, CA 91401-5100
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julia Thollaug
PO Box 371018
Montara, CA 94037-1018
(650) 728-7107



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Kristina FukudaKristina FukudaKristina FukudaKristina Fukuda ----SchmidSchmidSchmidSchmid        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:07 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Kristina FukudaPlease respond to Kristina FukudaPlease respond to Kristina FukudaPlease respond to Kristina Fukuda ----SchmidSchmidSchmidSchmid

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristina Fukuda-Schmid
11250 Garfield Ave
Culver City, CA 90230-4810
(310) 397-7392
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jill Blaisdell
5152 Earl Dr
La Canada, CA 91011-1621
(818) 952-5315
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Brian Malone
148 Locksley Ave Apt 1
San Francisco, CA 94122-4728
(310) 770-1047



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Richard MckeeRichard MckeeRichard MckeeRichard Mckee         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:07 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Richard MckeePlease respond to Richard MckeePlease respond to Richard MckeePlease respond to Richard Mckee

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Mckee
925 Louisa Ct
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-3418
(707) 525-8391
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jango Bento
1234 N Formosa Ave
West Hollywood, CA 90046-5827
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. kameron alton
1490 17th St
Los Osos, CA 93402-1823
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. F. Carlene Reuscher
1866 Kinglet Ct
Costa Mesa, CA 92626-4840
(714) 438-0043
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Taylor
726 Foxglove St
Encinitas, CA 92024-3317
(760) 943-1345
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tim Ryan
34522 Via Verde
Capistrano Beach, CA 92624-1330
(949) 489-9328
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gwynn Popovac
17270 Robin Rdg
Sonora, CA 95370-8108
(209) 928-4611
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donnal Poppe
17045 Osborne St
Sherwood Forest, CA 91325-2603
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anne Saxe
29405 Shell Cv
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677-1662
(949) 677-7433
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Rachael Brown
243 Athol Ave Apt 1
Oakland, CA 94606-1338
(619) 861-3394
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan Dirrenberger
168 Chattanooga St Apt 3
San Francisco, CA 94114-3440
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. tamara mccready
6278 Cynthia St
Simi Valley, CA 93063-4330
(805) 582-1247
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolyn Seeman
11747 Otsego St
Valley Village, CA 91607-3220
(818) 766-4889
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Nancy Hanson
135 Westmoor Court
Santa Cruz, CA 95060

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Hanson
135 Westmoor Ct
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-2438
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janene Frahm
PO Box 2243
San Anselmo, CA 94979-2243
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Victoria Hamman
323 Clipper St
San Francisco, CA 94114-3708
(415) 821-3656
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shannon Thwaite
4650 Corrida Cir
San Jose, CA 95129-1451
(408) 249-5481
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jane Goldman
401 Granelli Ave
Half Moon Bay, CA 94019-1819
(650) 726-1268
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Eva Brown
2111
San Francisco, CA 94116-1546
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Hyndman
14740 Orzalli Rd
Grass Valley, CA 95945-9014
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Felton
2035 Sparrow Valley Rd
Aptos, CA 95003-2645
(650) 726-0723
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret Maciborka
101 Lombard St Apt 104w
San Francisco, CA 94111-1147
(415) 989-3605
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Natalie Wright
2201 Monroe St Apt 704
Santa Clara, CA 95050-3262
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Meredyn Shapiro
116 Seabright Ave Apt 6
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-3764
(408) 691-5210
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate. Let's please
begin to embark upon a safer saner energy future now!

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Richards
PO Box 261
Bayside, CA 95524-0261
(707) 382-0756
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Brittany App
PO Box 3304
San Luis Obispo, CA 93403-3304
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Jonas
611 Lilac Dr
Los Osos, CA 93402-3821
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Souza
10787 Caminito Bravura
San Diego, CA 92108-2455
(619) 737-6459
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Fallender
2212 Pearl St
Santa Monica, CA 90405-2828
(310) 450-2127
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jacques Talbot
PO Box 18650
Oakland, CA 94619-0650
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Leland Fetzer
4666 Ashby St
San Diego, CA 92115-3726
(619) 583-5656



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Junko TakeyaJunko TakeyaJunko TakeyaJunko Takeya         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:06 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Junko TakeyaPlease respond to Junko TakeyaPlease respond to Junko TakeyaPlease respond to Junko Takeya

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Junko Takeya
22449 Birds Eye Dr
Diamond Bar, CA 91765-2406
(909) 861-5978
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Allison Jones
2107 Van Ness Ave
Ste 106
San Francisco, CA 94109-2573
(602) 821-8691
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frederick Hamilton
12271 Wintergreen St
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91739-1925
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Doreen Velasquez
1745 Mesa St
Redding, CA 96001-2302
(530) 229-8185
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ted porter
10834 Hartsook St
North Hollywood, CA 91601-3914
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gina Mcgroarty
1310 E 8th St
Beaumont, CA 92223-2412
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank Kiernan
1571 Lariat Ln
Olivehurst, CA 95961-9370
(530) 742-9543
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shaun Marie Levin
787 Lakeshore Dr
Redwood City, CA 94065-1786
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katrina Stimson
1102 Mahanna Ave
Long Beach, CA 90813-3726
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matt Mccroskey
585 Beresford Ave
Redwood City, CA 94061-4232
(650) 366-4717
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Connell
1065 Lomita Blvd Spc 287
Harbor City, CA 90710-4853
(310) 517-9654
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lisa Shimahara
406 Camino Vista Verde
San Clemente, CA 92673-6815
(949) 441-2003
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Mathews
480 Collinwood Ct
Santa Clara, CA 95054-2109
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Peggy Mallory
943 Washington Ave
Shasta Lake, CA 96019-9786
(530) 275-9924
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Duncan Sinclair
812 E Mountain St
Pasadena, CA 91104-4551
(310) 612-3862
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maureen Lahiff
3800 Maybelle Ave Apt 9
Oakland, CA 94619-2152
(510) 482-9920
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ron Horner
489 Laurel Ave Apt A
Pacific Grove, CA 93950-3444
(831) 372-5475
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Javier Del Valle
PO Box 3060
Montebello, CA 90640-8360
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Randy Sink
16835 Algonquin St # 206
Huntington Beach, CA 92649-3810
(714) 307-7271
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Caia Cupito
1763 Veracruz Trl
Redding, CA 96003-8277
(530) 605-4551
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Christina Navarro
3719 17th St Apt A
San Francisco, CA 94114-2021
(415) 553-8658



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Kimberly KurcabKimberly KurcabKimberly KurcabKimberly Kurcab         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:06 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Kimberly KurcabPlease respond to Kimberly KurcabPlease respond to Kimberly KurcabPlease respond to Kimberly Kurcab

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kimberly Kurcab
3289 Donna Dr
Carlsbad, CA 92008-1127
(760) 941-8957
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Molly Huddleston
PO Box 1119
Santa Rosa, CA 95402-1119
(555) 555-5555
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dennis Brand
222 S Branciforte Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-3321
(555) 555-5555
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Burnett Dougherty
609 Sage Ct
Pacific Grove, CA 93950-5017
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Vivian
10105 Mountaingate Ln
Bakersfield, CA 93311-2778
(661) 665-1040
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Timothy Reiss
1139 Shevlin Dr
El Cerrito, CA 94530-2567
(510) 529-4059
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I went to UCSB and I would drive through SLO to visit friends all the
time.  I'm a naive Californian, and I am against this type of project.
It doesn't reflect the sentiment of the majority of Californians.

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,



CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matt Richardson
1855 Green St
San Francisco, CA 94123-4921
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Don Green
401 Santa Clara Ave
Oakland, CA 94610-1967
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine Raffetto
2080 Madrone Ave
Healdsburg, CA 95448-4636
(415) 244-5723
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rhona Ory
1515 3rd Ave
Walnut Creek, CA 94597-2604
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kenneth Lapointe
14 Manhattan Cres
Ottawa, CA 90210
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

GOD IS GREEN, protect and RESPECT his handy work, his grace in giving
his creation, this planet to us. Protect the life he creatd and do the
right thing.
I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Lorraine Pena
10358 Mississippi Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90025-6021
(310) 398-6137
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rick Lewis
480 E 8th Ave
Chico, CA 95926-3424
(530) 896-0363
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Bard
hemlock st
Ventura, CA 93001
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Justin Simonson
1426 Lemonwood Dr W
Upland, CA 91786-2539
(504) 914-6908
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vincent Louie
730 5th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94118-3917
(415) 387-4477
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Natalie Kovacs
716 Cantor
Irvine, CA 92620-3846
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Deborah Walden
1950 3rd St
La Verne, CA 91750-4401
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Enevoldsen
2970 Kentridge Dr
San Jose, CA 95133-2420
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Desiree Craig
2400 mccready
la
la, CA 90039
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sheryl Iversen
39415 Brighton St
Murrieta, CA 92563-4342
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. natasha dyer
445 E 5th St
Long Beach, CA 90802-2412
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Lenihan
2951 Derby St Apt 206
Berkeley, CA 94705-1355
(510) 666-0818
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vincent Louie
730 5th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94118-3917
(415) 387-4477
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sofia Killion
San Anselmo
San Anselmo, CA 94960
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Fears
305 S Sierra Ave Apt 5
Solana Beach, CA 92075-2227
(619) 621-9271
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil. Thank you

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leanne Bynum
300 Stony Point Rd Apt 159
Santa Rosa, CA 95401-5952
(707) 545-8830
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public health
and lives. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Laura Sternberg
1596 Puerto Vallarta Dr
San Jose, CA 95120-4854
(408) 997-7272
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Yoshimi Ikeda
1209 Oakmont Dr Apt 6
Walnut Creek, CA 94595-4915
(925) 837-7795
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gladys Eddy-Lee
3719 Brems St
San Diego, CA 92115-7009
(619) 540-1549
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Bass
827 Venezia Ave
Venice, CA 90291-3927
(310) 578-7964
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Kaseff
1550 Vista Claridad
La Jolla, CA 92037-7841
(858) 456-0404
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Teri Sigler
100 Shaffer Rd
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-5730
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jc Sarmiento
109 Bartlett St
San Francisco, CA 94110-3086
(415) 695-6445
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.  We need to lead
the country in environmental concerns not fall behind.  Our clean
beautiful land is a legacy for the future of our country.  It is one of
our most important assets as a state.  San Luis Obispo County is a
tourist destination.  Guard it and keep it clean.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,



CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Gerloff
1715 Merion Way
Walnut, CA 91789-3615
(909) 594-0508
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Art Koertz
PO Box 4155
Riverside, CA 92514-4155
(951) 788-9507
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kristian Kelly
7 Indigo Dr Unit 210
Petaluma, CA 94954-7604
(530) 605-6932
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Kathie Kingett
807 West Rd
La Habra Heights, CA 90631-8057
(714) 612-5221
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Don Johnston
5250 El Cemonte Ave
Davis, CA 95618-4418
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

The proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It goes without saying that communities and emergency responders along
the rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barrie Stebbings
PO Box 449
Stinson Beach, CA 94970-0449
(415) 868-1241
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Batt
863a Mead Ave
Oakland, CA 94607-3443
(510) 982-9672
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Lanny Rudner
615 Hampton Dr Unit A307
Venice, CA 90291-2794
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jack Coulehan
804 N Berlyn Ave
Ontario, CA 91764-3419
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

My wife and I are deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail
project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents
significant and unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tom Foote
53 Jersey St
San Francisco, CA 94114-3915
(415) 647-4594
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Wells
13601 Cedar Crest Ln Apt 100h
Seal Beach, CA 90740-4620
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Harold Mann
1751 Balsa Ave
San Jose, CA 95124-1860
(408) 448-6448
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Summer Spinks-Marasco
1644 Iowa St Unit A
Costa Mesa, CA 92626-2058
(503) 762-7846
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Antal Kalik
Redondo bch
Redondo Beach, CA 90278
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sandra Gather
164 Diamond Grove Ct
Roseville, CA 95747-4606
(916) 543-9534
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Ireland
PO Box 1048
Groveland, CA 95321-1048
(510) 799-6826
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alex Silverio
1507 San Tomas Ct
San Jose, CA 95130-1251
(408) 247-6356
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna Lewis
12921 Oxnard St
Van Nuys, CA 91401-4106
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Connie Pereczon
19415 Annalee Ave
Carson, CA 90746-2618
(310) 779-0022
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brent Laffoon
20316 Pacific Coast Hwy
Malibu, CA 90265-5428
(323) 854-6751
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mame Boyd
PO Box 26
Rancho Mirage, CA 92270-0026
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Kaskowitz
306 Park St
San Francisco, CA 94110-5911
(415) 826-6105
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joemarlin Cotter
194 Oak Creek Ct
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-5212
(323) 873-0909
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. George Stewart
2055 Rivera Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95409-3018
(707) 539-8669
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Victor J Ortega
10827 Rio Ruso Dr
Windsor, CA 95492-8012
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Mines
661 Barberry Ln
San Rafael, CA 94903-3119
(415) 479-0351
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ruth Baxley
375 11th St
Oakland, CA 94607-4246
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Suzanne Menne
265 Geneive Cir
Camarillo, CA 93010-7820
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dave Wilson
17705 Lakespring Ave
Palmdale, CA 93591-3301
(818) 585-8174
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stacey Laine
43135 Texas Ave
Palm Desert, CA 92211-7814
(760) 772-0399
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jon Spitz
401 Steele Lane
Laytonville, CA 95454
(707) 984-6481
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lauren Linda
2376 Via Mariposa W Unit C
Laguna Woods, CA 92637-8151
(949) 581-3142
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Nye
778 Sumac St
Hemet, CA 92545-8203
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gladys Eddy-Lee
3719 Brems St
San Diego, CA 92115-7009
(619) 540-1549
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,



Ms. C Dodd
PO Box 1110
Monterey, CA 93942-1110
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Wendy Rosenfeld
4924 Tujunga Ave Apt 7
North Hollywood, CA 91601-4464
(818) 761-8666
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Revel Paul
538 Taraval St
San Francisco, CA 94116-2510
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg Fisch
11760 Carmel Creek Rd
San Diego, CA 92130-6754
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Harris
PO Box 5410
Pittsburg, CA 94565-0410
(925) 203-0427
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Randi Reiremo
148 Stetson Ave
Corte Madera, CA 94925-1531
(415) 845-8859
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Russell Rayburn
1921 Donna Ave
Los Osos, CA 93402-2509
(805) 528-5320
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lois Bacon
PO Box 7
Freedom, CA 95019-0007
(831) 728-5915
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lois Bacon
PO Box 7
Freedom, CA 95019-0007
(831) 728-5915
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sally Carter
5806 Alpine Falls Ln
Bakersfield, CA 93312-6168
(661) 865-6002
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

On Wed. Nov.19 at 10AM I demonstrated with my  NO SPUR
sign at the entrances to Phillips 66 Refinery because I am deeply
concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66
Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California. I worry that this
RxR line will be the new OHV route to the state SVRA area.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil
unit trains traveling through numerous California communities and
population centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions
resulting from these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk
to public health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into
the air poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest
environmental review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil
train facility will create "significant and unavoidable"
levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and
cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks --
particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease,
respiratory disease, and premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency
responders along the rail route are not prepared for these heavy,
dangerous trains and current safety standards are not adequate to
protect the public. The recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms
the public because it uses outdated data and does not adequately assess
the risks of an oil train disaster involving an oil train carrying
millions of gallons of explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The
EIR must also fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a
spill near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa
Maria refinery, including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and
California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream,
reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking
water for millions of Californians. During a time of extreme drought,
SLO must not approve this project and create contamination risk for the
rest of our state.
I urge the planning department to examine the Santa
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train
terminal in Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66
refinery in Rodeo, CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these
facilities to allow them to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic
air and water pollution for families along the rail line and near the
Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria
project in isolation.

I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission



and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.
I will continue to demonstrate at the entrance to the plant as I did on
Nov. 19th.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Denneen
Cielo Lane, Nipomo CA 93444
Nipomo, CA 93444-9039
(805) 929-3647
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine Tate
PO Box 2095
Borrego Springs, CA 92004-2095
(760) 767-4050
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy Tillson
12528 Niego Ln
San Diego, CA 92128-3025
(858) 675-0459
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katie Johnson
1016 Keeler Ave
Berkeley, CA 94708-1404
(510) 526-1737
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sarosh Patel
525 Inverness Way
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-4610
(408) 733-8731
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Mason
59 Washington St Ste 224
Santa Clara, CA 95050-6171
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sean Mccrane Jr.
880 Hillcrest Blvd
Millbrae, CA 94030-2367
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sara O'Brien
410b Redwood Ave
Willits, CA 95490-3335



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Laurie TurnerLaurie TurnerLaurie TurnerLaurie Turner         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 06:41 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Laurie TurnerPlease respond to Laurie TurnerPlease respond to Laurie TurnerPlease respond to Laurie Turner

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laurie Turner
89 Calle Aragon Unit C
Laguna Woods, CA 92637-3566
(949) 939-8425
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan Wieder
1407 Cornell Ave
Berkeley, CA 94702-1001
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Mcgillicuddy
PO Box 63
Lee Vining, CA 93541-0063



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Robert McgillicuddyRobert McgillicuddyRobert McgillicuddyRobert Mcgillicuddy         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 06:41 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Robert McgillicuddyPlease respond to Robert McgillicuddyPlease respond to Robert McgillicuddyPlease respond to Robert Mcgillicuddy

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Mcgillicuddy
PO Box 63
Lee Vining, CA 93541-0063
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marianne Culver
879 Church St
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-4416
(805) 541-4143
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rosemary Wilvlert
603 Al Hil Dr
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-1007
(805) 544-8365
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maggie Simmons
633 Sutter St
San Diego, CA 92103-3916
(760) 295-8692
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Michelle Stankewitz
123 Kent Ave Apt 4
Kentfield, CA 94904-2540
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Rebecca Kliu
1050 Johnson Ave
San Jose, CA 95129-3126
(408) 396-4765
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Jacobs
PO Box 2993
Yountville, CA 94599-2993
(707) 257-0753
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan St Sauveur
43 Prado Rd
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-7314
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jesse Croxton
814 Commonwealth Ave
Venice, CA 90291-2806
(310) 399-4881
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Evan Mc Dermit
608 Golden Ave
Fullerton, CA 92832-1110
(714) 906-4868
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Glen Deardorff
18250 Crest Ave
Castro Valley, CA 94546-2722
(510) 582-0692
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Meadows
340 Evergreen Dr # D
South San Francisco, CA 94080-1238
(650) 872-1344
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Cornish
PO Box 14862
San Francisco, CA 94114-0862
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sonia Alvarez-Oppus
1281 San Juan Ave
San Jose, CA 95110-1441
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cheryl Mitouer
44800 Fish Rock Rd
Gualala, CA 95445-8501
(707) 884-3138
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Marcos Velez
15420 Olde Highway 80
El Cajon, CA 92021-2441
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Randy Newlin
207 Casa Mia Dr
San Jose, CA 95154
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Celine Nahas
6516 W 85th Pl
Los Angeles, CA 90045-2820
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk.  A derailment near
a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could
contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Aileen Carissimi
2115 Winchester Blvd Apt 219
Campbell, CA 95008-3453



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Michael CassMichael CassMichael CassMichael Cass         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 06:40 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Michael CassPlease respond to Michael CassPlease respond to Michael CassPlease respond to Michael Cass

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Cass
31 Lakeview Ct
Novato, CA 94947-4766
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Dirk Reed
4650 Cherryvale Ave
Soquel, CA 95073-9563
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Comstock
6320 W 82nd St
Los Angeles, CA 90045-2838
(310) 348-9325
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Stop the oil bomb trains. I am deeply concerned about the proposed
crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This
project presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Molamphy
1746 Grand Canal Blvd Ste 15
Stockton, CA 95207-8111
(209) 956-3736
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Levy
2120 N Pacific Ave Spc 45
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-2737
(831) 427-9916
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debra Sherman
5114 Parkhurst Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95409-3224
(707) 538-2415
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Hallman
832 Lantana Ave
Brea, CA 92821-6445
(714) 671-2908
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Celine Nahas
6516 W 85th Pl
Los Angeles, CA 90045-2820
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lucymarie Ruth
674 Ventura St Apt A
Richmond, CA 94805-1966
(510) 230-4672
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jessica Theissen
1441 Carleton St
Berkeley, CA 94702-2306
(415) 425-6217
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Pokorny
38 Oceanview Ave
Half Moon Bay, CA 94019-2306
(203) 932-8170
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Hays
1 Decline To State
La Canada, CA 91011-2316
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Please reject the crude-by-rail at Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery
proposal.

This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Benjamin Irwin
827 La Para Ave
Palo Alto, CA 94306-2648
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolina Van Stone
1135 2nd St
Los Osos, CA 93402-1107
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Uschyk
1709 Reynard Ln
Calistoga, CA 94515-1122
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Mesney
3616 Greenwood Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90066-3018
(310) 397-0799
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Hays
1 Decline To State
La Canada, CA 91011-2316
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Peggy Arevalos
500 W Harbor Dr Unit 414
San Diego, CA 92101-7721
(760) 310-5996
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gordon & Melissa Henry
895 Creekside Cir
Camarillo, CA 93012-5301
(805) 484-1843
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leslie Gould
Hilldale
Hilldale
San Anselmo, CA 94960
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Diaz
5274 Kunkel Dr
San Jose, CA 95124-6011
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Chandra Garsson
118 Athol Ave Apt 304
Oakland, CA 94606-1733
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lorraine Leonelli
690 Persian Dr Spc 7
Sunnyvale, CA 94089-1711
(408) 744-1992
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Rosen
6247 Sunnyslope Ave
Van Nuys, CA 91401-2411
(818) 781-4873
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Hayakawa
1729 Periwinkle Way
Antioch, CA 94531-7415
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Joslyn Baxter
2001 McAllister St Apt 221
San Francisco, CA 94118-4444
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maggie Mccarthy
72 Almenar Dr
Greenbrae, CA 94904-1144
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

Unless you have been paid off by big oil, this should be a clear
decision to vote against these very risky shipments of oil across
California.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,



CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Dennis Widman
4860 Cherry Ave Ste B
San Jose, CA 95118-3716
(408) 265-4480
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Katherina Koller
3000 Augusta St Apt 214
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-5838
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Eileen Massey
5924 Herzog St
Oakland, CA 94608-2310
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Chandler
9605 Estacia St
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91730-2706
(909) 466-9975
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Steven Curley
1730 Halford Ave Apt 147
Santa Clara, CA 95051-2677
(408) 554-9475
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Sandler
1739 Federal Ave Apt 303
Los Angeles, CA 90025-4148
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Pelican
517 Nevada St
Nevada City, CA 95959-2305
(530) 470-0494
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anna Cottle
23403 Lane Ct
Santa Clarita, CA 91354-2401
(661) 513-0268
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roger Hoffheimer
100 N Orange Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90036-3015
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Lowman
7726 Ditmar St
San Bernardino, CA 92410-4717
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Wright
1085 Tasman Dr Spc 748
Sunnyvale, CA 94089-5847
(408) 744-0346
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wakean Maclean
6531 Tremont St
Oakland, CA 94609-1021
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank Lahorgue
12 Mount Susitna Ct
San Rafael, CA 94903-1117
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Erin Howard
655 12th St
Oakland, CA 94607-3636
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

I believe letting the oil trains run is downright SUICIDE for these
reasons...
1.  80 cars every day is asking for death and destruction.
2.  We should not encourage the fossil fuel industry.

The trains will roll 30 feet from the door of my business across a
bridge (Monterey St) that is obviously old.  The trains will tie up
traffic.  And, the trains will interfere with passenger service.  As a
society we should encourage train transport of passengers, not
discourage it.

Sincerely,

Dr. Tom Neuhaus
2031 McCollum St
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-2105
(805) 441-6727
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. wendy hurtado
7313 Santa Ysabel Ave Apt B
Atascadero, CA 93422-4663
(805) 704-4543
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Megan Geer-Alsop
21418 Entrada Rd
Topanga, CA 90290-3539
(310) 428-0512
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank Shippey
PO Box 21
Lagunitas, CA 94938-0021
(415) 488-0196
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kay Choi
15 Sharon Ct
Daly City, CA 94014-1567
(415) 468-3277



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Ellen HellmanEllen HellmanEllen HellmanEllen Hellman         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 06:10 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Ellen HellmanPlease respond to Ellen HellmanPlease respond to Ellen HellmanPlease respond to Ellen Hellman

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ellen Hellman
404 San Vicente Blvd Unit 306
Santa Monica, CA 90402-1708
(310) 434-1902
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Myrna Cohen
3615 Bercaw Ln
San Jose, CA 95124-2831
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy Thier
10 Nelson Ave
Mill Valley, CA 94941-2120
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Inna Abramova
7925 Romaine St
West Hollywood, CA 90046-7153
(323) 654-2085
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sara O[brien
410b Redwood Ave
Willits, CA 95490-3335
(707) 456-1293
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cari Moore
800 W Wilshire Ave
Fullerton, CA 92832-1634
(714) 526-7625
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Longwillow Fudemberg
PO Box 936
Occidental, CA 95465-0936
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ed Elliott
PO Box 145
Ben Lomond, CA 95005-0145
(831) 338-6025
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeanette Ertel
1988 M L King Jr Way Apt 315
Berkeley, CA 94704-1668
(510) 356-4536
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Wintucky
13917 Runnymede St
Van Nuys, CA 91405-2508
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leslie R
637a Westbourne Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90069-5101
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Shirley Richter
1361 Miracielo Ct
San Marcos, CA 92078-4855
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tracy Yoell
220 Wood St
Livermore, CA 94550-3257
(925) 292-4795
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Bill Josephs
8110 Willow Glen Rd
Los Angeles, CA 90046-1619
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Lindner
24 Corte Oriental
Greenbrae, CA 94904-1927
(415) 509-2143
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Goetz
1030 W Huntington Dr Apt 16
Arcadia, CA 91007-8864
(310) 428-9208
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Don Price
1223 Sequoia Pl
Davis, CA 95616-2046
(530) 758-0726
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Holly Burgin
14220 Runnymede St
Van Nuys, CA 91405-1435
(310) 478-3262
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Naomi Lidicker
108 Willow Ln
Kensington, CA 94707-1235
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Dempsey
9047 Clarissa Dr
Orangevale, CA 95662-4787
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lesley Pamela Culhane
705 Anacapa Dr
Camarillo, CA 93010-1108
(805) 445-9159
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ted Porter
10834 Hartsook St
North Hollywood, CA 91601-3914
(323) 377-4520
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank Shippey
PO Box 21
Lagunitas, CA 94938-0021
(415) 488-0196
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sergio Sanchez
305 Avenida Esplendor
Walnut, CA 91789-2663
(909) 468-0309
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Jones
224 N Santa Ana St
Los Banos, CA 93635-3206
(209) 826-2553
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Judy Soldate
37206 Sapphire Rd
Burney, CA 96013-4213
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lawrence Jimenez
2530 Vasanta Way
Hollywood, CA 90068-2234
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air,
poisoning communities along the rail routes. In its latest
environmental review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil
train facility will create "significant and unavoidable"
levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and
cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks --
particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease,
respiratory disease, and premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains, and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Alan Wray
14810 Center Ave
San Martin, CA 95046-9747
(408) 776-1230
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Natalie Carroll
16746 Gilmore St
Van Nuys, CA 91406-5611
(818) 786-8955
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Robin VanTassell
335 N San Pedro Rd
San Rafael, CA 94903-2875
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joyce Heyn
13427 Little Dawn Ln
Poway, CA 92064-4071
(858) 748-2612
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anna Narbutovskih
14288 Woodland Dr
Guerneville, CA 95446-9502
(707) 869-9062
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jerry Chagala
12857 Rockwell Ct
Poway, CA 92064-3835
(858) 679-2221
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Randall Smith
4739 Pasadena Ave
Sacramento, CA 95841-4503
(916) 488-6658
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Peters
30751 El Corazon Apt 156
Rancho Santa Margarita, CA 92688-2899
(949) 463-0747
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Richard Hughes
127 Hartnell Pl
Sacramento, CA 95825-6609
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. C Hunt
PO Box 3670
Idyllwild, CA 92549-3670
(951) 659-5856
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sandrine Marten
4104 Magna Carta Rd
Calabasas, CA 91302-5723
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ward Lamon
2909 Weston Way
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670-5524
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Chuck Tribbey
1237 Vista Del Lago
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-4836
(805) 458-7172
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy Burlison
422 Ross Rd
Red Bluff, CA 96080-3041
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Sachs
1065 San Adriano St
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-6112
(805) 543-9291
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gyllian Davies
1700 Le Roy Ave Apt 2
Berkeley, CA 94709-1161
(553) 331-1922
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Bortolin
330 Penn St Apt 6
El Segundo, CA 90245-4093
(937) 475-9553
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joe Lilienthal
317 10th St
Santa Rosa, CA 95401-5218
(707) 544-5713
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna Watson
2676 Stonecreek Dr
Sacramento, CA 95833-1939
(916) 968-8961
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard & Jeanne Jones
11002 Fuerte Dr
La Mesa, CA 91941-7162
(619) 442-5658
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeffrey Tischler
352 Casanova Ave
Monterey, CA 93940-3850
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jerry Kolasinski
2382 Alba Ave
Chico, CA 95926-1201
(503) 270-9773
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Monaco
2041 Freesia Ave
Simi Valley, CA 93063-3534
(805) 306-9150
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karyn Zarubica
4949 Mammoth Ave
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-1319
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Taylor
42255 Corral Dr
Three Rivers, CA 93271-9669
(559) 561-4262
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy Black
PO Box 70334
Sunnyvale, CA 94086-0334
(559) 474-6850
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Nic Duong
300 Daimler St
Aliso Viejo, CA 92656-1308



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Mary PhillipsMary PhillipsMary PhillipsMary Phillips         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 05:41 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Mary PhillipsPlease respond to Mary PhillipsPlease respond to Mary PhillipsPlease respond to Mary Phillips

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Phillips
12144 Neal Ln
Redding, CA 96003-7566
(530) 355-9125
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Tatiana Torres
3714 Glendon Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90034-6208
(234) 566-6789
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Lamm
10916 Braddock Dr
Culver City, CA 90230-4211
(310) 839-6896
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dana Monroe
3535 Juniper St
San Diego, CA 92104-5725
(619) 285-0740
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Jacoby
2946 Admiral Ave
San Diego, CA 92123-3102
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Koeninger
832 Cypress Ave
Ukiah, CA 95482-3705



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Taylor IngramTaylor IngramTaylor IngramTaylor Ingram         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 05:40 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Taylor IngramPlease respond to Taylor IngramPlease respond to Taylor IngramPlease respond to Taylor Ingram

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Taylor Ingram
4101 W 133rd St Apt B
Hawthorne, CA 90250-5909
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Isabel Gloe
PO Box 2707
Saratoga, CA 95070-0707
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeremy Haupt
3403 Carobwood Ct
San Jose, CA 95132-1304
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rulon Smith
1518 Castro St
San Francisco, CA 94114-3719
(415) 821-4028
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Dadgari
PO Box 492205
Los Angeles, CA 90049-8205
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Anthony & Kathleen Kent
PO Box 3557
Paso Robles, CA 93447-3557
(805) 239-9010
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Jaffe
W 8th st
Los Angeles, CA 90036-4543
(323) 939-0340
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Noah Youngelson
2449 Walgrove Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90066-4134
(310) 499-8425
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Allen Rozelle
27 Oak Rd
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-1455
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gaby Till
1342 Loma De Naranjas
Escondido, CA 92027-4614
(619) 752-9094
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elaine Livesey-Fassel
10387 Glenbarr Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90064-4523
(310) 559-9814
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dolores Dahm
PO Box 898
Cotati, CA 94931-0898
(707) 792-0831
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karin Peck
6401 Coyle Ave
Carmichael, CA 95608-0310
(555) 555-5555
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ruth Goodnow
1245 San Mateo Dr
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-4521
(805) 544-2578
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Yvette Fallandy
2928 Bardy Rd
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-8544
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Luth
1045 Meade Ave
San Diego, CA 92116-1038
(619) 296-2895
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Lutes
201 Glenwood Cir Apt 34f
Monterey, CA 93940-6727
(831) 324-0704
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Liya Schwartzman
4500 61st St
Sacramento, CA 95820-4232
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marita Bostic
1540 Amherst Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90025-3978



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Susan LillySusan LillySusan LillySusan Lilly         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 05:11 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Susan LillyPlease respond to Susan LillyPlease respond to Susan LillyPlease respond to Susan Lilly

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Lilly
20361 Mobile St
Winnetka, CA 91306-4242
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Handforth
4341 48th St
San Diego, CA 92115-4922
(619) 319-0000
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brett Diener
25632 Nottingham Ct
Laguna Hills, CA 92653-7504
(949) 554-4174
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Les & Linda Plack
426 Urbano Dr
San Francisco, CA 94127-2827
(415) 334-1866
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Johnson
1158 Tivoli Ln Unit 171
Simi Valley, CA 93065-0944
(805) 581-0875
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Margaret Fish
PO Box 533
Boonville, CA 95415-0533
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melissa Miller
80 W Hookston Rd
Apt 221
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-4246
(925) 482-0474
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Wotipka
6429 Village Center Dr
Sacramento, CA 95823-4688
(916) 392-5041
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Zimmerman
500 Yale St
San Francisco, CA 94134-1617
(415) 239-7375
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Allen Rozelle
27 Oak Rd
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-1455
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. James Diamond
1533 Edith St
Berkeley, CA 94703-1123
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John St. Clair
1161 W 5th St
Ontario, CA 91762-1111
(909) 983-8501
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Wisper
172 Crown Cir
South San Francisco, CA 94080-1165
(650) 754-5369
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tomas Rebecchi
936 Lighthouse Way
Port Hueneme, CA 93041-3511
(619) 252-6899
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Victoria Berry
450 Kings Ave
Morro Bay, CA 93442-2617
(805) 772-9443
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Grace Padelford
10618 Ayres Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90064-3332
(310) 837-8191
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Lipinski
250 Elm St Apt 10
San Mateo, CA 94401-2632
\
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. A Adams
20415 Via Paviso
Cupertino, CA 95014-6322
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joyce Creswell
20 Tamalpais Ave Apt 4
San Anselmo, CA 94960-2154
(415) 456-3184
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Misha Askren
1354 S Curson Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90019-6615
(323) 935-1492
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nigel Crawford
9500 Gilman Dr
La Jolla, CA 92093-5004
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Esther Lumer
849 Leonard Rd
Los Angeles, CA 90049-1326
(310) 476-9609
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Lynn Prager
10047 Genesta Ave
Northridge, CA 91325-1622
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marcy Chapin
839 Marigold Ct
Sn Luis Obisp, CA 93401-7607
(805) 459-4952
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Packard
2045 Laurinda Pl
San Diego, CA 92105-5230
(619) 264-2045
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Starkey
10875 Rio Ruso Dr
Windsor, CA 95492-8012
(707) 838-1335
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Terrie Weiss
16120 Berkshire Rd
San Leandro, CA 94578-1414
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sally Maier
2519 8th St
Livermore, CA 94550-4605
(925) 455-5509
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Pamela Swenson
3163 Kendra Ct
Turlock, CA 95382-1335
(209) 667-1974
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Clinton Burdette
4020 Meier St
Los Angeles, CA 90066-5720
(310) 821-5357



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Janet DrewJanet DrewJanet DrewJanet Drew         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 04:41 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Janet DrewPlease respond to Janet DrewPlease respond to Janet DrewPlease respond to Janet Drew

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Drew
1923 Genoa Pl
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-1893
(707) 266-9864
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Alwen Bauer
1300 Granvia Altamira
Palos Verdes Estates, CA 90274-2006
(310) 378-0465
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Lilla
4835 Webster St
Oakland, CA 94609-2114



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
L SandovalL SandovalL SandovalL Sandoval         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 04:41 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to L SandovalPlease respond to L SandovalPlease respond to L SandovalPlease respond to L Sandoval

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. L Sandoval
325 Cordova St
Pasadena, CA 91101-4687
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Lehmann
1072 Casitas Pass Rd # 175
Carpinteria, CA 93013-2109
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anja Kollbach
2180 Camino De Los Robles
Menlo Park, CA 94025-6532
(650) 926-9571
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jon Anderholm
1600 Niestrath Rd
Cazadero, CA 95421-9580
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christie Venable
650 Tabor Ln
Santa Barbara, CA 93108-1536
(805) 969-0323
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kaytee Sumida
7331 Princess View Dr
San Diego, CA 92120-1333
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sean Singleton
45 Westwood Dr
San Francisco, CA 94112-1250
(415) 333-9585
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Lipinski
250 Elm St Apt 10
San Mateo, CA 94401-2632
\
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Verschoor
597 Martinique Pl
Newbury Park, CA 91320-2836
(805) 555-1212
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Suzanne Schmidtke
5451 Morella Ave
Valley Vlg, CA 91607-2209
(818) 763-8852
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Staunton
19531 Cortina Ct
Salinas, CA 93908-1592
(831) 455-0924
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Leslie Edgerton
5008 University Dr
Santa Barbara, CA 93111-1834
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jenny Schaffell
1655 Oak View Ave
Kensington, CA 94707-1221
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Indira Smith
8834 Betty Way
West Hollywood, CA 90069-3901
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am very skeptical of the wisdom of the proposed crude-by-rail project
at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents
significant and unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. As demonstrated by numerous recent crude oil train accidents
around the U.S. and Canada, which resulted in terribly deadly and/or
damaging explosions and fires, the old, standard oil tanker car is
inadequate to protect the highly-volatile tar sands crude during
accidents. Expert opinion is that tar sands crude should not be
transported by rail until a new and improved oil tanker car is proven
and available. Any decision allowing expanded rail transport of tar
sands crude would be taking a huge gamble with public safety.

I am also concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from these
shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public health.
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning
communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review,
Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility will
create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution,
including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report
cites increased health risks -- particularly for children and the
elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and premature
death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's



efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Schoene
1519 Oak St
Santa Monica, CA 90405-4847
(310) 452-1307
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beth Olson
4480 N Academy Ave
Sanger, CA 93657-9270
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

We do not need more oil pollution in our air.  I can't imagine the
people of Santa Maria buying into Phillips 66 project either.  NO MORE
RISKY BUSINESS IN OUR CALIFORNIA COMMUNITIES!

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,



CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anita Emery
5155 1/2 Village Grn
Los Angeles, CA 90016-5205
(323) 293-7557
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Decker
5346 Loma Linda Ave Apt 303
Los Angeles, CA 90027-3693
(323) 646-2112
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. P. Perry
18911 Stonegate Rd
Hidden Valley Lake, CA 95467-8826
(707) 987-9633



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Rita BurnhamRita BurnhamRita BurnhamRita Burnham         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 04:40 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Rita BurnhamPlease respond to Rita BurnhamPlease respond to Rita BurnhamPlease respond to Rita Burnham

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rita Burnham
2708 Foothill Blvd # 407
La Crescenta, CA 91214-3516
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alvin Fulcher
761 Woodrow Ave
San Diego, CA 92114-3237
(619) 610-9203
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dawn Alexandrea
5907 Skyway Apt A
Paradise, CA 95969-4961
(530) 877-3603
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kae Bender
42955 Cherbourg Ln
Lancaster, CA 93536-4827
(661) 524-6155
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine Harder
323 E Colorado Blvd
Monrovia, CA 91016-2901
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Robbin Payne-Torre
20210 Canyonview Dr
Tuolumne, CA 95379-9794
(209) 928-1138



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
JoAnne JacobsJoAnne JacobsJoAnne JacobsJoAnne Jacobs         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 04:40 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to JoAnne JacobsPlease respond to JoAnne JacobsPlease respond to JoAnne JacobsPlease respond to JoAnne Jacobs

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. JoAnne Jacobs
955 Innes Ave
San Francisco, CA 94124-2904
(415) 695-0889
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Clark Shimeal
3272 Country Club Rd.
Borrego Spgs, CA 92004-1022
(760) 767-3272
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Szigeti
588 Kingston Rd
Belmont, CA 94002-2320
(949) 716-2239
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Caudill
839 Loyalton Dr
Campbell, CA 95008-5139
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ute Eng
9806 Foxtail Pl
Salinas, CA 93907-1021



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Gina LuzziGina LuzziGina LuzziGina Luzzi         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 04:40 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Gina LuzziPlease respond to Gina LuzziPlease respond to Gina LuzziPlease respond to Gina Luzzi

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gina Luzzi
545 Melrose Ave
San Francisco, CA 94127-2219
(415) 585-2664
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Pincus
1325 Pacific Hwy
Unit 403
San Diego, CA 92101-2581
(619) 810-2630
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

We are deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery! This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California. This is too much!
We have had enough of the 4Fers (the Filthy Fossil Fuel Folks)
stranglehold on our politicians and our policies!

TTIME TO GO SOLAR FOR ROOFTOPS. Time to bring power to the people
rather than continually giving it over to the already too powerful. Two
eco-economists have calculated that if just 28% of the roofs had solar,
the entire City of San Diego would be energy independent. The
cost-equivalent of charging hybrid or electric vehicles is $1 per
gallon! Think of what this would do for JOBS and the economy.

This oily proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. We are concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death. ENOUGH.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil. And they always LIE.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.
They cannot drill or transport without spilling, let alone know how to
clean up their messes! paper towels and booms...really?!

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining



process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption. SOLAR
ROOFTOPS is the answer for California. Also, we have an endless waste
stream of green and wood wastes, banned from landfills since 2000, that
can be made into solid, liquid, and gaseous fuels. More oil is
UNNECESSARY.

Finally, we urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, we urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities, California, our country and our
climate.

We appreciate your serious consideration, and the 42 members of our
family will anxiously be trusting that you will keep this 5x filthier
fuel out of California! Thank you,
The Stewart and McKinley families

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dana Stewart
13450 Highway 8 Business Spc 76
Lakeside, CA 92040-5204
(619) 749-6707
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Arlene Pincus
1325 Pacific Hwy Unit 403
San Diego, CA 92101-2581
(619) 810-2630
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Mccall
10 Maria Loretto Ct
Novato, CA 94949-6629
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alena Jorgensen
5941 Kauffman Ave
Temple City, CA 91780-2235
(626) 614-8615
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Shunko Jamvold
340 Acadia Ln
San Rafael, CA 94903-2269
(415) 492-8857
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Al Reece
7595 Seton Hall St
La Mesa, CA 91942-1707
(619) 466-1999
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Lisa Nakamura
1129 McKinley Ave
Oakland, CA 94610-3909
(510) 333-0017
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Doreen Delgado
24525 Breckenridge Pl
Newhall, CA 91321-2607
(661) 291-1122
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tanya Wilson
1665 Highland Ave
Glendale, CA 91202-1235
(818) 243-0996
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ingrid Newstadt
4632 Glenalbyn Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90065-5060
(323) 343-9093
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Lewis
PO Box 587
Cayucos, CA 93430-0587
(805) 995-1255
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Leah Findler
PO Box 1321
Fallbrook, CA 92088-1321
(760) 586-0047
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Laurie Estrada
6801 Hal St
Bakersfield, CA 93308-9682
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Creech
939 Helen Dr
Millbrae, CA 94030-1539
(650) 876-7088
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. R Wells
442 S Alexandria Ave Apt 1
Los Angeles, CA 90020-2727
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bea Trenier
132 Bennetta Dr
Santa Maria, CA 93458-9040
(805) 928-5739
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Barry Jones
4430 Price St
Los Angeles, CA 90027-2746
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carmen Fried
976 E Villa St Apt 7
Pasadena, CA 91106-1044
(626) 568-3234
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Brandon Owens
140 Wood St Apt 2
San Francisco, CA 94118-3418
(650) 604-0037
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Charlene Root
8634 Friends Ave
Whittier, CA 90602-3321
(562) 696-8674
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Quang-Tuan Luong
3373 Meadowlands Ln
San Jose, CA 95135-1637
(408) 223-8419
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jim Stewart
1216 S Westlake Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90006-4118
(213) 487-9340
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cynthia McMath
12350 Anderson Valley Way
Boonville, CA 95415-9101
(707) 895-3820
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Diana Aylward
21821 Burbank Blvd
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-6465
(818) 710-1026
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lyn Younger
4831 Lyric Ln
San Jose, CA 95111-3810
(408) 224-1949
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Vesper
1601 Berkeley Way
Berkeley, CA 94703-1237
(510) 649-1093
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

Don't let oil companies blow a hole in the middle of our beautiful
Central Coast. Do the right thing.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rachel Duchak
549 Lilac Dr
Los Osos, CA 93402-3749
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elaine Hirtle
1401 Cottage St Apt D
Alameda, CA 94501-2465
(510) 521-7819



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Robert PannRobert PannRobert PannRobert Pann         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 04:10 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Robert PannPlease respond to Robert PannPlease respond to Robert PannPlease respond to Robert Pann

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Pann
2512 Aiken Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90064-3306



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Bruna BarresiBruna BarresiBruna BarresiBruna Barresi         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 04:10 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Bruna BarresiPlease respond to Bruna BarresiPlease respond to Bruna BarresiPlease respond to Bruna Barresi

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bruna Barresi
2482 20th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94116-2406
(415) 759-5715
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. A L
PO Box 16112
San Luis Obispo, CA 93406-6112
(805) 439-0179



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Mary WoldMary WoldMary WoldMary Wold         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 04:10 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Mary WoldPlease respond to Mary WoldPlease respond to Mary WoldPlease respond to Mary Wold

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Wold
125 Brook Ln
Boulder Creek, CA 95006-9385
(831) 338-4397
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ricardo Trinidad
207 Parkbrook Pl
San Diego, CA 92114-7729
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Krystel Mccullough
1601 N Poinsettia Pl Apt 314
Los Angeles, CA 90046-3965
(323) 512-8193
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Faye Soares
5744 Juarez Rd
Pollock Pines, CA 95726-9424
(530) 647-0119
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jim Stewart
1216 S Westlake Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90006-4118
(213) 487-9340
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Kasbo
3245 Herman Ave
San Diego, CA 92104-4611
(619) 584-6701
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sue Habegger
10083 Grinding Rock Dr
Grass Valley, CA 95949-9140
(530) 274-7481
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Theresa Perry
10480 Sunland Blvd
Sunland, CA 91040-1967
(818) 352-4501
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Myers
Webster St.
Berkeley, CA 94705-1955
(510) 843-1324
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Robert Elia
1285 Bollinger Cyn
Moraga, CA 94556-2739
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeanne Davenport
6103 E Monlaco Rd
Long Beach, CA 90808-2820
(562) 429-2762
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elaine Trogman
6709 Calhoun Ave
Van Nuys, CA 91405-4753
(818) 780-8345
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Kebisek Dudek
PO Box 181877
Coronado, CA 92178-1877
(619) 869-1991
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristina Nielsen
605 Verano Pl
Irvine, CA 92617-3110
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Nolen
13468 Polk St
Sylmar, CA 91342-1860
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. George Lewis
1852 6th St
Los Osos, CA 93402-2704
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Raymond Knauss
26513 Rockhurst Ln
Rancho Palos Verdes, CA 90275-2455
(310) 541-1225
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Parzick
2612 Wavecrest Dr
Corona Del Mar, CA 92625-1324
(949) 675-9930
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Douglas Rapp
611 Circle Dr
East Palo Alto, CA 94303-2302
(650) 752-6431
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bernard Wooldridge
28666 Pittman Hill Rd
Clovis, CA 93619-9715
(559) 298-3159
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kiley Kemp
2960 Hyperion Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90027-2554
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respl
iratory disease, and premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Bagoye
3436 E Vista St
Long Beach, CA 90803-5916
(562) 439-6914
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Christine Stewart
307 Whippoorwill Gln
Escondido, CA 92026-1461
(760) 489-1318
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debra Lewis
727 Medford Ave
Hayward, CA 94541-1808
(510) 278-5650
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Douglas Rapp
611 Circle Dr
East Palo Alto, CA 94303-2302
(650) 752-6431
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy Ransom
9420 Mountain View Dr
Atascadero, CA 93422-5012
(805) 466-3273
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Louise Lewis
16418 Gunther St
Granada Hills, CA 91344-2937
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cherlyn Comer
4042 Orange Ave
Cypress, CA 90630-2752
(714) 995-1459
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Megan Kearney
1136 Acadia Pl
Ventura, CA 93003-5917
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eugene Hinton
350 N Villa St Rm 33a
Porterville, CA 93257-3211
(559) 359-7773
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pascale Macleod
626 44th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121-2507
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Blaine Mogil
4966 Lassen Dr
Oceanside, CA 92056-5467
(760) 803-0468
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Rosalind Milliken
80700 Avenue 38
Indio, CA 92203-9778
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Damon Brown
3536 S Cloverdale Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90016-5229
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Billie Gordon
15851 Izorah Way
Los Gatos, CA 95032-3441
(408) 356-3406
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Payal Sampat
917 Solano Ave
Albany, CA 94706-1532
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Hope Ashley
312 Huntington Blvd
Palo Alto, CA 90223
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marjorie Bram
1107 Barbara St Apt D
Redondo Beach, CA 90277-4510
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Judith Wargo
285 Alta Loma Ave
Daly City, CA 94015-2118
(650) 992-5649
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Victoria Jensen
2310 6th St Apt 3
Santa Monica, CA 90405-2443
(310) 396-7909
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael McGee
2615 Meadow St
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-5633
(805) 541-6297
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Hard
PO Box 188871
Sacramento, CA 95818-8871
(916) 296-1243
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Clement
4805 N Henton Ave
Covina, CA 91724-1615
(999) 123-1234
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Melissa Aguirre
315 N Normandy Pl
Anaheim, CA 92806-3629
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carl Sorem
708 Canterbury Ave
Livermore, CA 94550-6226
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sheila Wyse
14925 Jadestone Dr
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403-4507
(818) 501-0487
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Biancalana
15648 Linda Ave
Los Gatos, CA 95032-3714
(408) 356-1058
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Joseph Gilbert
1037 N Rice Rd
Ojai, CA 93023-9517
(805) 646-7686
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jane Dehart
194 Coronada Cir
Santa Barbara, CA 93108-1825
(805) 568-0068
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Roberta Reed
208 15th St
Huntington Beach, CA 92648-4411
(714) 969-1824
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Nicholas Devivo
10753 Lawler St
Los Angeles, CA 90034-5465
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Candy Rocha
651 Echandia St
Los Angeles, CA 90033-1612
(213) 321-0344
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Darrell Clarke
158 S Madison Ave Apt 102
Pasadena, CA 91101-2568
(310) 210-9813



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
James MurpheyJames MurpheyJames MurpheyJames Murphey         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 03:40 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to James MurpheyPlease respond to James MurpheyPlease respond to James MurpheyPlease respond to James Murphey

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Murphey
PO Box 1696
Fort Bragg, CA 95437-1696
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Terrance San Cartier
851 McCloud St
Santa Maria, CA 93455-7108
(805) 934-2880
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Bean
3281 Sun Valley Ave
Walnut Creek, CA 94597-1867
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Puett
4805 Ipswitch Ct
Fair Oaks, CA 95628-4413
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Enel Woods
4615 Exposition Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90016-4026
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Douglas Johannes
9562 Lucerne St
Ventura, CA 93004-2714
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

The proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66, itself, admitted that its proposed oil train
facility will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of
air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing
chemicals. The review cites increased health risks -- particularly for
children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory
disease, and premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. I
understand that the recirculated draft Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) dangerously misinforms the public because it uses outdated data
and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster
involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of explosive crude
oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, San Luis Obispo County
must avoid creating a risk of contamination that could seriously affect
the rest of our state.

The climate impact of encouraging the increased use of Canadian tar
sands crude must also be taken into account. At every stage of the
mining, transportation, and refining process, tar sands are more carbon
intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to
California will undermine the state's efforts to curb climate
disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria
terminal and the Rodeo refinery proposals as a single project. The
proposed oil train terminal in Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the
Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify



these facilities to allow them to refine tar sands, thus creating more
toxic air and water pollution for families along the rail line and near
the refinery. San Luis Obispo must not overlook this connection by
approving the rail terminal project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Thank you for your attention to my views.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Ames
Rancho California and Margarita
Temecula, CA 92592
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Barry Schwartz
5510 W 78th St
Los Angeles, CA 90045-3302
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Frances
399 Carpenteria Rd
Aromas, CA 95004-9709
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rick Guidotti
5959 Franklin Ave Apt 307
Los Angeles, CA 90028-5692
(323) 469-1304
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Penelope Johnstone
3980 Indian Peak Rd
Mariposa, CA 95338-9393



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Gary AlderetteGary AlderetteGary AlderetteGary Alderette         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 03:39 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Gary AlderettePlease respond to Gary AlderettePlease respond to Gary AlderettePlease respond to Gary Alderette

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Alderette
478 Jose Ramon Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95401-5748
(707) 544-2184
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judi Muller
3063 Lucinda Ln
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-2001
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Andrew Soll
1665 Michael Ln
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272-2035
(310) 428-8503
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Sherrel
4736 Minnesota Ave
Fair Oaks, CA 95628-5805
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jason Ellis
849 50th St
Sacramento, CA 95819-3515
(916) 847-0478
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dana Adler
1008 S Live Oak Park Rd
Fallbrook, CA 92028-3609
(760) 728-4942
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Jenne
2012 La Fremontia St
South Pasadena, CA 91030-4229
(323) 255-1027
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Celeste Anacker
2814 Miradero Dr
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-3024
(805) 687-1317
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Mikulak
14418 Dickens St Apt 2
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-4033
(818) 907-6191
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan Kaplan
1901 Ave of Stars Ste 1900
Los Angeles, CA 90067-6020
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Taylor
12880 Oroville Quincy Hwy
Berry Creek, CA 95916-9754
(530) 589-4088
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Snedegar
31151 Ceanothus Dr
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-6929
(949) 715-0974
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Dempsey
9047 Clarissa Dr
Orangevale, CA 95662-4787
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Cridler
5182 Surf Bird Ln
Guadalupe, CA 93434-1810
(805) 598-3999
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Candace Rocha
2431 Altman St
Los Angeles, CA 90031-1048
(213) 321-0374
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Catharine Krupp
654 Islay St
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-4346
(805)
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elaine Benjamin
2627 Eltinge Dr
Alpine, CA 91901-2240
(619) 445-2764
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Adrian Tafolla
129 S Mount Vernon Ave
San Bernardino, CA 92410-2420
(909) 266-6520



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Glen WilliamsGlen WilliamsGlen WilliamsGlen Williams         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 03:10 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Glen WilliamsPlease respond to Glen WilliamsPlease respond to Glen WilliamsPlease respond to Glen Williams

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Glen Williams
17641 Grizzly Den Rd
Weed, CA 96094-9225
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carolyn Wheeler
40452 Ditmus Ct
Fremont, CA 94538-3558
(510) 656-7767
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Kahn
8791 Wahl St
Santee, CA 92071-3352
(760) 944-5574
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rich C
1689 Broadway
Chula Vista, CA 91911-4836
(619) 271-3300
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Ann Kelly & Family
1724 Olive Ave
Santa Barbara, CA 93101-1021
(805) 569-1714
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William McGuire
258 9th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94118-2209
(415) 387-7971
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ruth Feldman
936 7th St Ste B
Novato, CA 94945-3010
(707) 763-0839



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
jerry wisenorjerry wisenorjerry wisenorjerry wisenor         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 03:10 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to jerry wisenorPlease respond to jerry wisenorPlease respond to jerry wisenorPlease respond to jerry wisenor

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. jerry wisenor
808 Tehama Dr
Lodi, CA 95242-9553
(209) 334-5181
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diana Daughters
PO Box 234
Atascadero, CA 93423-0234
(805) 462-2474
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

Mr. Zachary Lake
15945 Shannon Way
Nevada City, CA 95959-8945
(530) 477-2338
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Mauro
2729 Angell Ave
San Diego, CA 92122-2104
(858) 453-4618
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank Ortiz
5365 Carolina Pl
Los Angeles, CA 90022-4018
(323) 888-2969
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joann Mizutani
2227 L St
Sacramento, CA 95816-4926
(916) 442-2711
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Susan Goran Sobel
4829 Corbin Ave
Tarzana, CA 91356-4918
(818) 578-8906
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cassie Murphy
1625 Sandalwood Ln
Templeton, CA 93465-4512
(805) 286-4727
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janelle Chase
1888 San Jose Ave
San Francisco, CA 94112-2459
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Wiener
823 Key Route Blvd
Albany, CA 94706-1716
(510) 524-1259
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Willis
40 Fillmore St
San Francisco, CA 94117-3516
(415) 555-1212
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Megan O'Brien
2389 Westpark Dr
San Jose, CA 95124-1149
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cathren Rose Murray
106 Nicholl Ave
Richmond, CA 94801-3921
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Bonnie Maloney
5403 W 149th Pl Unit 16
Hawthorne, CA 90250-8395
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Simmons
24225 Calle Artino
Murrieta, CA 92562-5577
(951) 219-0207
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elisabeth Rothenberger
310 Calle De La Mesa
Novato, CA 94949-5945
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristen De Caccia
161 Aberdeen Ct
Vallejo, CA 94591-7828
(707) 554-3238



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Lee BackusLee BackusLee BackusLee Backus         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 03:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Lee BackusPlease respond to Lee BackusPlease respond to Lee BackusPlease respond to Lee Backus

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lee Backus
5357 Maricopa Dr
Simi Valley, CA 93063-2003
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cozette Moysa
28861 Via Buena Vis
San Juan Capistrano, CA 92675-5556
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Martin Baclija
82544 Yuba River Ct
Indio, CA 92203-3855
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joyce Raye
42a Harper Canyon Rd
Salinas, CA 93908-9336
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Carney
PO Box 10886
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96158-3886
(202) 281-9565



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Susan KaarSusan KaarSusan KaarSusan Kaar         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 03:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Susan KaarPlease respond to Susan KaarPlease respond to Susan KaarPlease respond to Susan Kaar

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Kaar
928 Hamilton Dr
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-3565
(925) 977-9661
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Minturn Collins III
550 S Barrington Ave Apt 3214
Los Angeles, CA 90049-4330
(
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Miller
2824 Pintail Ct
West Sacramento, CA 95691-4419
(916) 371-3846
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Whelen
1801 T St Apt 4
Sacramento, CA 95811-7238
(253) 677-9137
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Sandow
540 29th St
Richmond, CA 94804-1520
(510) 289-8296
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jenny England
55 Roslyn Ave
San Carlos, CA 94070-2829
(650) 595-3343
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sheryl Shoemaker
5260 Raber St
Los Angeles, CA 90042-1030
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Victoria Miller
15857 Moorpark St
Encino, CA 91436-1541
(181) 890-6133
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Debra Gley
32041 Lazy Glen Ln
Trabuco Canyon, CA 92679-3221
(949) 589-9105
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. KIRSTIE PALMER
520 Avenue B
Redondo Beach, CA 90277-4857
(310) 798-2383
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bonnie Bruinsslot
400a Robinson Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472-4136
(707) 823-3069
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mitch Laipple
516 Park Blvd
Millbrae, CA 94030-1233
(650) 873-4890
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Smalley
6942 W 85th St
Los Angeles, CA 90045-2603
(310) 670-1708



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Lawrence CarbaryLawrence CarbaryLawrence CarbaryLawrence Carbary         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 02:40 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Lawrence CarbaryPlease respond to Lawrence CarbaryPlease respond to Lawrence CarbaryPlease respond to Lawrence Carbary

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lawrence Carbary
80 Ora Way Unit 305
San Francisco, CA 94131-2548
(415) 285-9168
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephanie Stone
238 Petaluma Way
Petaluma, CA 94954-1310
(707) 364-3178
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Reem Haddad
2610 Orchard Ct
La Verne, CA 91750-4663
(909) 593-7300
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patty Sparks
4520 Fulton Ave Apt 6
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-5170
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Paula Purviance
8247 Lone Pine Pl
Granite Bay, CA 95746-7332
(916) 660-0252
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. P Paulson
988 Robin Ct
San Marcos, CA 92078-1339
(760) 744-6031
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katherine Patterson
145 Calvert Ct
Ukiah, CA 95482-4678
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Donna Murphy
5835 Normandie Pl
Riverside, CA 92504-1337
(951) 682-0936
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeffrey Dilallo
9305 Monona Dr
La Mesa, CA 91942-3911
(858) 663-0150
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Macias
972 Queensdale Ave
Corona, CA 92880-6704
(951) 442-4384
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Blanchet
2250 3rd Ave
San Diego, CA 92101-2024
(619) 234-8585
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Franz
1395 Cerritos Dr
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-2816
(949) 497-6767
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kelky Caborn
530 Amigo Rd
Soquel, CA 95073-9701
(831) 462-6262
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lily White
645 Carr Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-2820
(707) 575-8574
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. John Pasqua
29572 Lilac Rd
Valley Center, CA 92082-4011
(760) 484-0532
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jack Newman
541 Carpenter Dr
Hollister, CA 95023-9384
(831) 635-0613
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Leslee Mcpherson
3200 Monterey St
San Mateo, CA 94403-3827
(111) 111-1111
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dave Sikula
1225 Aspen Dr
Pacifica, CA 94044-3718
(650) 355-4208
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joanna Reynolds
126 Pasa Robles Ave
Los Altos, CA 94022-1237
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Cartwright
10927 Oak Creek Dr
Lakeside, CA 92040-1632
(619) 390-7445
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kai Martin
1519 Terra Nova Blvd
Pacifica, CA 94044-3618
(510) 275-4898
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Adams
1775 Ellie Ct
Benicia, CA 94510-2658
(707) 747-1434
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eva Suhr
1417 Ridgebrook Way
Chico, CA 95928-7362
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Louise Hawley
2033 E Ramon Rd Apt 9a
Palm Springs, CA 92264-7932
(760) 322-2729
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andrew Rigrod
5301 Balboa Blvd Unit F2
Encino, CA 91316-2707
(818) 789-4685
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Calender
832 Kalpati Cir Apt D
Carlsbad, CA 92008-4163
(760) 434-0340
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Kavanaugh
2797 Clay St
San Francisco, CA 94115-1711
(415) 441-1013
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elaine DuBois
1705 Felix Ave
Arcata, CA 95521-4839
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Carlson
1718 Astoria St
Davis, CA 95616-5621
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Salero
520 E Walnut St
Santa Ana, CA 92701-6021
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Morgan Larry Peters
1888 Winona Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90027-3810
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Stanley
N/A
San Diego, CA 92115
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ruben Arizmendi
2667 Camino Del Rio S Ste 306
San Diego, CA 92108-3765
(619) 231-0460
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heather Sabin
3844 York Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90065-3762
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ocon Alvarez
1030 S Catalina St
Los Angeles, CA 90006-2688
(213) 736-5474
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sharon Moreno
2813 18th Ave
Sacramento, CA 95820-2515
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Flo Martin
552 Bean Creek Rd
Scotts Valley, CA 95066-3325
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Russell Stone
3715 Quimby Rd
San Jose, CA 95148-3209
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jean Kleih
2915 Via Toscana Unit 102
Corona, CA 92879-8014
(951) 737-8287
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristen Luetkemeier
331 N Washington
Independence, CA 93526-1710
(703) 862-4395
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Judith Bertonneau
230 Damar St
Morro Bay, CA 93442-3128
(805) 772-7182
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Laraine
2825 Moore Ave
Eureka, CA 95501-3314
(707) 441-1343
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katie Jay
18322 Bessemer St
Tarzana, CA 91335-7303
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Santopietro
4110 Soule St
Eureka, CA 95503-5851
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Paulson
22710 Canyon Terrace Dr
Castro Valley, CA 94552-5485
(510) 885-0808
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anne Urrutia
55 Lakemont Dr
Daly City, CA 94015-3041
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vidya Sims
Us Highway 101 N
Orick, CA 95555
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathy Grant
PO Box 727
Nevada City, CA 95959-0727
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Wendy Stock
1306 Bay View Pl
Berkeley, CA 94708-1802
(510) 845-1622
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Dailey
1322 Santa Rita Rd
Pleasanton, CA 94566-5644
(925) 548-4207
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Michelle Profant
268 Big Sur Dr
Goleta, CA 93117-2435
(805) 968-8015
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. s slaughter
hansen
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am very familiar with the Santa Maria area and I am deeply concerned
about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to
communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret Weitkamp
7 Marchant Ct
Kensington, CA 94707-1217
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pattie Meade
421 Via Montego
San Clemente, CA 92672-3628
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Mc Manus
1800 Spruce St Apt 304
Berkeley, CA 94709-1837
(510) 848-8084
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vera Sadkovsky
2656 El Pasado Dr
Modesto, CA 95354-3223
(209) 577-1869
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Les Roberts
1134 E Lansing Way
Fresno, CA 93704-4335
(559) 227-1076
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Marie Berthiaume
624 N 6th St
Patterson, CA 95363-2134
(209) 892-3410
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Wendy Clifton
1105a E Gobbi St
Ukiah, CA 95482-6211
(707) 293-0939
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Toyohara
4241 Woodland Dr
La Mesa, CA 91941-6710
(619) 461-2997
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Branislav Kecman
2243 Crescent Dr
Altadena, CA 91001-2113
(626) 797-0470
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Scheck
1247 11th Ave Apt 101
San Francisco, CA 94122-2257
(415) 680-8327
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Scott
14269 Quito Rd
Saratoga, CA 95070-5626
(408) 370-0228
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Linarez
5249 Manzanita Ave Apt 3
Carmichael, CA 95608-0544
(916) 331-8952



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Marvin SteindlerMarvin SteindlerMarvin SteindlerMarvin Steindler         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 02:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Marvin SteindlerPlease respond to Marvin SteindlerPlease respond to Marvin SteindlerPlease respond to Marvin Steindler

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Marvin Steindler
289 Eagle Ridge St
Newbury Park, CA 91320-5072
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katherine McNeill
1004 Swanston Dr
Sacramento, CA 95818-3324
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gilda Fusilier
955 43rd Ave
Apt 112
Sacramento, CA 95831-1392
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristina Long
1811 E Grand Ave Unit 138
Escondido, CA 92027-3235
(760) 294-3405
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Watters
2370 Lawnview Ct
Simi Valley, CA 93065-2537
(805) 526-1831
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Lisl Weilgart
614 24th St Apt D
Sacramento, CA 95816-3649
(916) 448-5105
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patti Frank
1211 E La Loma Ave
Somis, CA 93066-9722
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Martin
16 E Padre St
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-3500
(805) 845-9399
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Sue Drake
38038 Dundee Cmn
Fremont, CA 94536-5126
(510) 358-2805
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Dominguez
1325 N Albertson Ave
Covina, CA 91722-1513
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lilithe Magdalene
PO Box 1478
Middletown, CA 95461-1478
(707) 888-6390
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Falls
50 Chumasero Dr Apt 12l
San Francisco, CA 94132-2316
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Petrina Long
11439 Chenault St
Los Angeles, CA 90049-3431
(310) 440-5654
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Hedgecock
15432 Jackson St Apt 210
Midway City, CA 92655-1505
(657) 400-9513
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Goldman
280 Calle De Los Agrinemsors
Carmel Valley, CA 93924-9725
(831) 915-0592
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melissa Darr
3311 Tracy Dr
Santa Clara, CA 95051-6426
(408) 985-5897
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolyn Thompson
PO Box 163
Rio Nido, CA 95471-0163
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Patrick Reynolds
24101 Eshelman Ave
Lomita, CA 90717-1223
(310) 539-2129
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rick Shreve
340 Union St Apt H
Arcata, CA 95521-6437
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sylvia Cardella
4570 Bluff Top
Hydesville, CA 95547-9416
(707) 786-3454



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Pete EvansPete EvansPete EvansPete Evans         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 02:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Pete EvansPlease respond to Pete EvansPlease respond to Pete EvansPlease respond to Pete Evans

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Pete Evans
2040 Rachel St
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-4516
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Singiser
4 Gonljon
Eweunlkmr, CA 94403-1347
(650) 555-0000
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Randall Lee
1623 N Carnegie Ave
Fresno, CA 93722-8608
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Stolowitz
590 Montori Ct
Pleasanton, CA 94566-2130
(925) 963-5190
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. J Miller
Terrace
San Jose, CA 95123-5310
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Partsch
7762 Ironwood Dr
Dublin, CA 94568-1919
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Zelma Fishman
1612 7th St
Los Osos, CA 93402-2108
(805) 528-7878
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. H Coetzee
505 Venado Vista Dr
La Canada, CA 91011-2459
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. robert norton
PO Box 2001
La Mesa, CA 91943-2001
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Eric Bayon
2022 Cirone Way
San Jose, CA 95124-1402



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Dan MinerDan MinerDan MinerDan Miner         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 02:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Dan MinerPlease respond to Dan MinerPlease respond to Dan MinerPlease respond to Dan Miner

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Miner
2712 Ostrom Ave
Long Beach, CA 90815-1603
(555) 555-5555
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Armstrong
26100 Narbonne Ave
Lomita, CA 90717-2941
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gabriela Sosa
1900 Dracena Dr Apt 4
Los Angeles, CA 90027-3175
(323) 665-9627
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Helen Ellis
1770 N Euclid Ave
Upland, CA 91784-2003
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Erika Whitton
2235 Watermarke Pl
Irvine, CA 92612-7692
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna Sharee
459 Naples St
San Francisco, CA 94112-2829
(415) 584-9849
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mija Gentes
14441 Oak Pl
Saratoga, CA 95070-5969
(408) 647-2256
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carolyn Nolan
482 W San Ramon Ave Apt 102
Fresno, CA 93704-2363
(559) 492-1989
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Richard Schwager
1149 Edgemound Dr
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-2140
(805) 563-2441
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Wollner
323 E Magnolia St
Stockton, CA 95202-1512
(209) 948-5918
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roger Shaff
34150 Cartwright Pl
Fremont, CA 94555-1405
(510) 796-1057
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Margot Smith
1300 Shattuck Ave Apt A
Berkeley, CA 94709-1491
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Morris
618 Texas St
San Francisco, CA 94107-2941
(415) 285-8107
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeanne Kipp
23311 Iris Ave
Torrance, CA 90505-3130
(310) 325-6791



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Anello ArneAnello ArneAnello ArneAnello Arne         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 01:41 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Anello ArnePlease respond to Anello ArnePlease respond to Anello ArnePlease respond to Anello Arne

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Anello Arne
PO Box 102
Castella, CA 96017-0102
(530) 262-0776
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joyce Miller
15410 La Paz Dr Apt I6
Victorville, CA 92395-7108
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Ketch
140 N Windsor Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90004-3816
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Neil Ferguson
513 Galway Ct
Vacaville, CA 95688-9223
(707) 446-7017



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Joel SokolskyJoel SokolskyJoel SokolskyJoel Sokolsky         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 01:41 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Joel SokolskyPlease respond to Joel SokolskyPlease respond to Joel SokolskyPlease respond to Joel Sokolsky

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joel Sokolsky
1611 Castle Hill Rd
Walnut Creek, CA 94595-2310
(925) 938-3708
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jess Graffell
37444 Ironwood Dr
Yucaipa, CA 92399-7025
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lin Griffith
737 Colman St
Altadena, CA 91001-3034
(626) 794-0538
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Carlos Ferreira
PO Box 421188
San Francisco, CA 94142-1188
(415) 285-5200
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wallace Iimura
10192 Parish Pl
Cupertino, CA 95014-2206
(408) 253-5169
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharma Gaponoff
14104 Retrac Way
Grass Valley, CA 95949-9747
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Esposito
1510 N Rowell Ave
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266-4082
(310) 546-3737
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Soltero
14348 Riverside Dr Unit 11
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-1743
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeanie Greensfelder
1755 Corralitos Ave
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-3012
(805) 544-1755
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Kendra Young
6312 Rainbow Dr
San Jose, CA 95129-3944
(408) 252-8787
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Christine Wisniewski
1434 Date St
Martinez, CA 94553-1931
(925) 228-1106
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jedediah Staley
1106 2nd St # 120
Encinitas, CA 92024-5008
(760) 846-0664
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am absolutely OPPOSED to the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery.

In its latest environmental review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its
proposed oil train facility will create "significant and
unavoidable" levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur
dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals!!
The report also cites increased health risks -- particularly for
children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory
disease, and premature death.

communities and emergency responders along the rail route are not
prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and current safety standards
are not adequate to protect the public!!
The recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public!   It
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

The EIR must also fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a
spill near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa
Maria refinery,
These include the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians!!

At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining process, tar
sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil!!

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of
Supervisors to REJECT the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur!!

PLEASE act for the good of the people and the future of California -
not for more profits for oil companies!

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Webster



6355 Green Valley Cir Unit 111
Culver City, CA 90230-8048
(310) 645-3424
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Leonard Herzog
11006 Exposition Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90064-3126
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alain Langlois
8101 Camino Media Apt 12
Bakersfield, CA 93311-2023



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Andrew FreyAndrew FreyAndrew FreyAndrew Frey         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 01:41 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Andrew FreyPlease respond to Andrew FreyPlease respond to Andrew FreyPlease respond to Andrew Frey

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Andrew Frey
85 N Holliston Ave Apt 12
Pasadena, CA 91106-1929
(555) 555-5555
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rick Robins
17169 Oscar Dr
Grass Valley, CA 95949-7220
(111) 111-1111
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heather Feemster
2033 San Elijo Ave # 313
Cardiff, CA 92007-1726
(760) 533-9034
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Pam Pence
10572 Brier Ln
Santa Ana, CA 92705-1506
(714) 838-2129
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Jennifer Brooks
681
Los Altos, CA 94022
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. James Connolly
1286 Glenn Haven Dr
Chico, CA 95926-9658
(530) 342-8005
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Thomas Meeks
1519 Bancroft St
San Diego, CA 92102-1613
(858) 205-8835
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stanley Spear
PO Box 1109
Topanga, CA 90290-1109
(310) 455-2760
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Liskovec
23100 Via Esplendor Unit 42
Cupertino, CA 95014-6544
(650) 969-5542
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Abram Blackwood
7295 Longmont Loop
Castro Valley, CA 94552-5267
(510) 888-1080
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

We are deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. We are concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, we urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, we urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary and Seraphina Landgrebe
3081 Hannan Ln
Soquel, CA 95073-2523
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marilyn Perona
5372 Punta Alta Unit 3e
Laguna Woods, CA 92637-2587
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jessica Ketcherside
3960 S Higuera St
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-7461
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joel Eisenberg
5940 Arlington Blvd
Richmond, CA 94805-1135
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. J Eichen
centinela a
Los Angeles, CA 90066
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gene & Sharon Waggoner II
PO Box 720864
Pinon Hills, CA 92372-0864
(760) 868-0968
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Randy And Michelle Davis
155 Lighthouse Way
Vacaville, CA 95688-0100
(707) 453-0788
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Jacobs
229 Brannan St Unit 7c
San Francisco, CA 94107-4049



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Michael KovitchMichael KovitchMichael KovitchMichael Kovitch         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 01:40 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Michael KovitchPlease respond to Michael KovitchPlease respond to Michael KovitchPlease respond to Michael Kovitch

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Kovitch
81 Frank Norris St Unit 705
San Francisco, CA 94109-9220
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Luis Fuentes
3415 6th Ave Unit 900
San Diego, CA 92103-5056
(619) 295-5647
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary And Douglas Mcmaster
2131 Suncrest St
Atwater, CA 95301-3236
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Stephanie Clark
1884 Premier Pl
Concord, CA 94520-4050
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Clark Davis
1297 12th St
Los Osos, CA 93402-1316
(805) 534-1487
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. David Gilbertson
PO Box 3355
Santa Barbara, CA 93130-3355
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Sparks
9636 Texhoma Ave
Northridge, CA 91325-2049
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Margaret Buck
410 Paseo Ganso
San Clemente, CA 92672-3522
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lowell Moorcroft
529 34th St
Oakland, CA 94609-3047
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alice Labay
475 Rinconada Ct
Benicia, CA 94510-2332
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Philip Madruga
1216 W 6th St
Hanford, CA 93230-4922
(305) 362-6127
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Goldberg
1609 Arbor Dr
Glendale, CA 91202-1301
(818) 246-0111
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Amy Sievers
2 K St
San Rafael, CA 94901-1736
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Albert
1235 Waller St Apt 10
San Francisco, CA 94117-2969
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deb Gibbs
13249 Kentucky Flat Rd
Nevada City, CA 95959-9078
(530) 272-7026
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Roger Seapy
11702 Paseo Bonita
Los Alamitos, CA 90720-4153
(562) 596-7622
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alex Hardee
2505 Virginia St Apt 7
Berkeley, CA 94709-1119
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ronald Green
3424 Marina Dr
Santa Barbara, CA 93110-2426
(805) 687-7150
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Frederic Reid
784 Bluff Dr
Los Banos, CA 93635-5161
(209) 826-3508



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Diana DeeDiana DeeDiana DeeDiana Dee         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Diana DeePlease respond to Diana DeePlease respond to Diana DeePlease respond to Diana Dee

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diana Dee
12814 Victory Blvd
North Hollywood, CA 91606-3013
(818) 782-2641
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. William Gowern
830 E Promenade Unit D
Azusa, CA 91702-6405
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eileen Bill
1511 La Esplanada Pl Apt 426
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-5972
(707) 523-2110
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Murdoch
15515 W Sunset Blvd
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272-3533
(310) 498-1872
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Laura Naismith
1 Arch St
Berkeley, CA 94709-1382
(415) 990-6623
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melissa Marcus
5718 E Scrivener St
Long Beach, CA 90808-3745
(858) 558-6941
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephanie Hood
16680 New York House Rd
Brownsville, CA 95919-9713
(530) 675-2339
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rita Neumann
242 Bennett Ave
Long Beach, CA 90803-1501
(562) 987-2475
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Scott Adams
1992 San Carlos Cir
Roseville, CA 95747-4968
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Laurie Miller
26390 Steinhoff Ave
Hemet, CA 92545-9211
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Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 
throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 
unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 
not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 
it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 
rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 
accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 
we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 
past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 
from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 
data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 
old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 
accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 
project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 
100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 
order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 
water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 
threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 
analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 
unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 
communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 
admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 
unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 
cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 
particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 
respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 
carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 
derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 
could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 
risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 
proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 
toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 
most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 
tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 
the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 
approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 
decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 
project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 
transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 
intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 
disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 
spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 
our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Feeley
365 Gracie Rd
Nevada City, CA 95959-3602
(530) 265-2020
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rebecca Carey
1238 Seaward Dr
Santa Maria, CA 93454-1567
(805) 928-1190
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

In the interest of preserving our coastline, our environment, our
climate and our health, please deny the proposed rail transit of crude
oil.  Please make a reasonable decision and protect what is truly
important.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paula Edgar
5506 Longview Dr
Paradise, CA 95969-5605
(530) 877-1372
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Coahran
220 W K St Apt 1
Los Banos, CA 93635-4055
(209) 710-0490
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bert Ruster
PO Box 61
Rio Nido, CA 95471-0061
(707) 869-3363
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Donna Conrad
14813 Lamoine Dr
Redding, CA 96003-7019
(530) 276-9164
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Mattei
22807 Stagg St
Canoga Park, CA 91304-3643
(818) 703-1510
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Lauerman
40233 Courtland Way
Temecula, CA 92591-2509
(951) 265-9705
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eileen Pritzker
1261 Rhode Island St
San Francisco, CA 94107-3245
(415) 800-6635
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Thomas
1613 Aromas Heights Ln
Aromas, CA 95004-9700
(831) 726-3008
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzanne Sutton
77 La Salle Ave
Piedmont, CA 94611-3546
(415) 868-9901
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joanna Katz
1320 Addison St Apt A412
Berkeley, CA 94702-1707
(510) 647-3513
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Douglas Poore
429 Deodara St
Vacaville, CA 95688-2636
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Albert Eurs Ii
10456 Hampshire Ct
Cypress, CA 90630-4604
(714) 527-4626
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Spadoni
PO Box 430
Rail Road Flat, CA 95248-0430
(209) 293-7160



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Lee ColeLee ColeLee ColeLee Cole         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Lee ColePlease respond to Lee ColePlease respond to Lee ColePlease respond to Lee Cole

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lee Cole
1511 E Dorothea Ave
Visalia, CA 93292-1708
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bert Ruster
PO Box 61
Rio Nido, CA 95471-0061
(707) 869-3363
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Lawrence Lipkind
999 Green St Apt 2001
San Francisco, CA 94133-5400
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathryn Riley
1683 Lisbon Ln
El Cajon, CA 92019-3450
(619) 444-4010
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Heidi Hartman
691 Coppertree Ct
Simi Valley, CA 93065-5064
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Patton
1881 Sutter St Apt 105
San Francisco, CA 94115-3234
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tara Kamath
1959 Cloverfield Blvd Apt 118
Santa Monica, CA 90404-4931
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Burtch
4080 Glencoe Ave Unit 303
Marina Del Rey, CA 90292-7507
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzanne & Scott Stanford
4731 Rolling Oaks Dr
Granite Bay, CA 95746-6101
(916) 555-1212
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Combs
20879 Wilbeam Ave Apt 9
Castro Valley, CA 94546-5821
(510) 754-2918
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Arthur Delgadillo
11848 206th St
Lakewood, CA 90715-1415
(562) 924-1618
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Herman
4546 Westridge Dr
Oceanside, CA 92056-2940



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
John OtaJohn OtaJohn OtaJohn Ota         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to John OtaPlease respond to John OtaPlease respond to John OtaPlease respond to John Ota

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Ota
1720 Broadway
Alameda, CA 94501-1509
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lana Gridley
113 Regal Dr
Santa Maria, CA 93454-4641
(805) 925-9056



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
John GoldsmithJohn GoldsmithJohn GoldsmithJohn Goldsmith         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to John GoldsmithPlease respond to John GoldsmithPlease respond to John GoldsmithPlease respond to John Goldsmith

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Goldsmith
977 Dominican Way
Ukiah, CA 95482-3706
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Harry Santi
1276 Purdue St
San Leandro, CA 94579-1239
(510) 351-3224
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cleo Masur
16024 42nd Ave
Clearlake, CA 95422-9034
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vinu Arumugham
4859 Rahway Dr
San Jose, CA 95111-3843
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Bill Meyer
24943 Auberry Rd
Clovis, CA 93619-9612
(559) 855-2946
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Al Jones
Unlisted
San Jose, CA 95125
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matthew Melin
2636 1/2 Hornblend St
San Diego, CA 92109-4841
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Feezor
510 Miller Ln
Windsor, CA 95492-8068
(707) 837-8095
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Spreitzer
3520 3rd Ave Apt 110
San Diego, CA 92103-4935
(619) 341-2733
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Rosenthal
1255 10th St Unit 202
Santa Monica, CA 90401-1915
(310) 260-7794
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Walter Zabriskie
1547 Warwick Ave
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360-3551
(805) 497-1775
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kelsey Baker
9 Driftwood Ave
Novato, CA 94945-1729
(415) 893-0230
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Catherine Simmons
1427 Grove St
San Diego, CA 92102-1730
(859) 278-4903
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julienne May
2002 Hillsboro Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90034-1119
(310) 558-3705
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephanie Stern Lazarus
1710 Virginia Rd
Los Angeles, CA 90019-5936
(323) 394-4525
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Scott Crass
915 Raymond Ave
Long Beach, CA 90804-4635
(562) 987-1805
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shannin Resendes
2 Kinsdale Blvd - 303
Etobicoke, CA 90211
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Gareth Loy
PO Box 151185
San Rafael, CA 94915-1185
(415) 927-2916
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Miller
2100 Goldorado Trl
El Dorado, CA 95623-4522
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air,
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks-- particularly for children and
the elderly--of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains, and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. Especially during a time of extreme drought, SLO must not
approve this project, creating contamination risk for the rest of our
state.  But even if there were not a drought, the risk of contamination
is too high and is therefore unacceptable.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon-intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader in addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA.  Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tina Digesti
535 Bret Harte Rd
San Rafael, CA 94901-5172
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

As someone who lives near another oil train site, I am deeply concerned
about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to
communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I strongly urge the planning department to examine the Santa
Maria and Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train
terminal in Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66
refinery in Rodeo, CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these
facilities to allow them to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic
air and water pollution for families along the rail line and near the



Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria
project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I ask that the San Luis Obispo
County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors reject the Phillips
66 proposed rail spur. This project would create significant,
unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for local communities and our
climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Claman
347 W Bissell Ave
Richmond, CA 94801-3428
(510) 235-1930
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Claire Dudan
50 Layman Ct
Walnut Creek, CA 94596-6312
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Poor
55 Forest Ln
San Rafael, CA 94903-3242
(415) 111-1111
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Robert Sansone, MD
456 Robles Way
Vallejo, CA 94591-8037
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Linder
839 Bend Ave
San Jose, CA 95136-1804
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ron Hansen
3109 Athene Ct
Concord, CA 94519-2228
691-4634
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Annette Cadosi Wilson
1421 W Dry Creek Rd
Healdsburg, CA 95448-9131
(707) 433-2177
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Wolske
PO Box 6282
Chico, CA 95927-6282
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Colotti
1750 Gravenstein Hwy S
Sebastopol, CA 95472-4839
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ali Alaverdi
19341 Overlook Rd
Los Gatos, CA 95030-4183
(408) 348-0652
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Amundson
5601 E Orangethorpe Ave
Anaheim, CA 92807-1585
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Lassen
583 Colusa Ave
Berkeley, CA 94707-1530
(510) 524-6028
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Babbini
303 W 8th St
Santa Rosa, CA 95401-5419
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alan Fraser
720 Ashland Ave
Santa Monica, CA 90405-4512
(310) 399-0418
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Ramsey
1626 Colusa Ave
Davis, CA 95616-3131
(530) 758-7155
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan McReynolds
247 Oakes Blvd
San Leandro, CA 94577-2828



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Ken CaseyKen CaseyKen CaseyKen Casey         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Ken CaseyPlease respond to Ken CaseyPlease respond to Ken CaseyPlease respond to Ken Casey

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ken Casey
9280 Lake Murray Blvd Unit G
San Diego, CA 92119-1475
(619) 964-8359
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Natalie Aharonian
7339 Irvine Ave
North Hollywood, CA 91605-3944
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristen Robins
PO Box 640063
San Jose, CA 95164-0063
(877) 486-9273
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lauren Meredith
887 28th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121-3513
(415) 221-9599
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beverly Poncia
PO Box 971
Lower Lake, CA 95457-0971
(707) 995-2047
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Korson
3663 Harrison St
Riverside, CA 92503-4264
(951) 689-4352
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ponni Subbiah
480 Mission Bay Blvd N Unit 1306
San Francisco, CA 94158-2176
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joyce Farber
2874 Jackson St
San Francisco, CA 94115-1146
(415) 346-8461
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Benveniste
7774 W Zayante Rd
Felton, CA 95018-9440
(831) 423-8108
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Helene Whitson
1824 Arch St
Berkeley, CA 94709-1310
(510) 849-4689
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nanette Cronk
11499 Glen Rd
Truckee, CA 96161-4923
(530) 582-1407
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Aaron Haase
240 Chestnut Ave Apt 808
Long Beach, CA 90802-2943
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cynthia Cornell
PO Box 99
Mill Valley, CA 94942-0099
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ron Riskin
891 Paseo Ferrelo
Santa Barbara, CA 93103-2131
(805) 963-1189
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheri Pann
1116 Palms Blvd
Venice, CA 90291-3525
(310) 399-1469
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Luerra Hammond
23 Duval Dr
South San Francisco, CA 94080-1133
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Suzanne Miller
768 Bangor St
Pomona, CA 91767-2400
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dena Thaler
6015 Chabolyn Ter
Oakland, CA 94618-1948
(510) 547-2789
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Take steps to prevent a disaster now by not caving in to a large
corporation. When a disaster happens, the oil companies only do one
thing: Leave the cleanup to the taxpayers. Just do the sensible thing.

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,



CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jackie Dove
PO Box 22275
San Francisco, CA 94122-0275
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Robyn Virga
2404 Larkspur Ln
Sacramento, CA 95825-4126
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Jordan
324 Teton Cir
Placentia, CA 92870-1429



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Carol BeckerCarol BeckerCarol BeckerCarol Becker         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Carol BeckerPlease respond to Carol BeckerPlease respond to Carol BeckerPlease respond to Carol Becker

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Becker
14257 Roblar Pl
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-4017
(818) 789-9944
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

North Dakota has been destroyed by oil and I am deeply concerned about
the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to
communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Clark
419 Roberta Ave
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-3805
(925) 934-3841
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

We are deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California. Don't let it go
through.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers We are concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air,
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death. So why are they even thinking about trying to run with
the proposal?

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains, and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil. They aren't telling all.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment--almost inevitable--near a river, stream,
reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer would contaminate drinking
water for millions of Californians. During a time of extreme drought,
SLO must not approve this project and create contamination risk for the
rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of their mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, we urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, we urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Loren and Mrs. Ute Lee
1055 N Kingsley Dr
Los Angeles, CA 90029-1207



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
June DeanJune DeanJune DeanJune Dean         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to June DeanPlease respond to June DeanPlease respond to June DeanPlease respond to June Dean

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. June Dean
4390 Patterson Dr Unit 275
Diamond Springs, CA 95619-9464
(760) 213-0920
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Todd Fisk
10956 Caminito Cuesta
San Diego, CA 92131-3573
(858) 578-8119
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Bockley
5858 Lucas Valley Rd
Nicasio, CA 94946-9703
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Pat Herrera-Duran
526 Shepard St
San Pedro, CA 90731-7135
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maura Shannon
5421 Lawton Ave
Oakland, CA 94618-1109
(510) 658-6185
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Sullivan
1549 Princeton St
Santa Monica, CA 90404-3530
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karynn Merkel
833 Everding St
Eureka, CA 95503-5402
(111) 111-1111
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Adela Valdez
4205 45th St
San Diego, CA 92115-4808
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Golding
3706 Quigley St
Oakland, CA 94619-1364
(555) 555-5555
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Sixtus
8353 Rumson Dr
Santee, CA 92071-2252
(619) 448-8707
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Rothchild
1302 Lower Highland Way
Watsonville, CA 95076-0165
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lily Li
752 3rd Ave
San Bruno, CA 94066-3618
(650) 952-3018
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alan Liechty
766 Filip Rd
Los Altos, CA 94024-4909
(650) 965-3898
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. ALICE DEHNER
201 Reinecke Ct
Lincoln, CA 95648-8789
(916) 253-9035
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Miriam Abramowitsch
3009a Brook St
Oakland, CA 94611-5715
(510) 735-9419
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gregg Matson
8943 Park Trail Dr
Elk Grove, CA 95624-2728
(916) 685-2867
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Andre Tarverdians
6531 Hopedale Ct
San Diego, CA 92120-3211
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alexander Schindler
149 Montecito Ave Apt 304
Oakland, CA 94610-4585
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Fairbanks
210 Brazil St
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360-5603
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Stephanie Robertson
17734 Devonshire St Unit 3
Northridge, CA 91325-1202
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Erb
2456 Carmel St
Oakland, CA 94602-3014
(510) 482-0253
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Hancock
1900 Parker St
Berkeley, CA 94704-3207
(510) 548-7337
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ellen Koivisto
1556 Great Hwy Apt 101
San Francisco, CA 94122-2856
(415) 564-0706



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Tom WendelTom WendelTom WendelTom Wendel         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Tom WendelPlease respond to Tom WendelPlease respond to Tom WendelPlease respond to Tom Wendel

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Tom Wendel
724 21st St
Sacramento, CA 95811-1704
(916) 446-4384
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Natalie Aharonian
7339 Irvine Ave
North Hollywood, CA 91605-3944
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

So how many people do you think just "might" be affected by a
derailing of the proposed "oil by rail" trains???!!!   Let's
just decide NOT TO ALLOW THIS HEINOUS ACTION!!!

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,



CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gayna Uransky
1653 Kimtu Rd
Garberville, CA 95542-9605
(707) 923-9363
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Regina Inez Baker
4197 Cherry Oaks Pl
Palo Alto, CA 94306-3842
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Robert Harris
68 Yale Rd
Menlo Park, CA 94025-5335
(650) 327-7134
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gabriel Sheets
1620 Shirley St
Merced, CA 95341-5261
(209) 388-9268
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

We, the U.S., should be promoting cleaner, renewable forms of energy!
We should be global leaders.  We have the technology, but lack the
insight and support to make it happen in a timely manner.  We should no
longer be using dirty and dangerous fossil fuels and/or nukes.  No form
of energy use is perfect, but there are certain forms that are much
less damaging.  If the govt had supported these forms as they have
funded fossil fuels and nukes for the past one or two decades, we would
be in a much better position on Earth today!  No one cried for wagon
makers when the car replaced wagons.  The economy will right itself -
we need to give it that chance!

W/that said - I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail
project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents
significant and unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining



process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mala Wingerd
7188 Melotte St
San Diego, CA 92119-1618
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Saxton
3860a Anzar Rd
Aromas, CA 95004-9625
(831) 726-9906
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ruth Yacko
2987 Camino De Las Piedras
El Cajon, CA 92019-2853
(760) 735-3338
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide cand cancer-causing
chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for
children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory
disease, and premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rocco Colella
575 Crownpointe Cir
Vacaville, CA 95687-5548
(707) 451-8501
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carole Gonsalves
1497 Los Rios Dr
San Jose, CA 95120-4825
(408) 268-3432
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Berry
615 Healdsburg Ave
Unit 220
Santa Rosa, CA 95401-5168
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Allen Bennett
447 Nevada St
San Francisco, CA 94110-6123
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laura Holdenwhite
123
Huntington Beach, CA 92647
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Evelyn Mccahon
2115 Montana Ave
Shasta Lake, CA 96019-9267
(530) 605-0776
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Arthur Connor
PO Box 3317
54227 Pine Crest Avenue,
Idyllwild, CA 92549-3317



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Richard AndersonRichard AndersonRichard AndersonRichard Anderson         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Richard AndersonPlease respond to Richard AndersonPlease respond to Richard AndersonPlease respond to Richard Anderson

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Anderson
PO Box 6146
Vallejo, CA 94591-6146
(707) 557-3778
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Watts
16217 Sunset Trl
Riverside, CA 92506-5843
(951) 906-3067
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Watson
8190 Grape Ave
Forestville, CA 95436-9649
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Wolf Bostedt
642
Poirier St., CA 94609
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolyn Johnson
3324 Emerald Isle Dr
Glendale, CA 91206-1112
(818) 790-0502
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Richard Boylan
6731 Juniper Ln
Placerville, CA 95667-7008
(916) 422-7479
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Gould
988 Iva Ct
Cambria, CA 93428-2913
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Seltzer
1435 Thousand Oaks Blvd
Albany, CA 94706-1444
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ted Beedy
12213 Half Moon Way
Nevada City, CA 95959-9648
(530) 274-7232
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Bowden
810 Begonia St
Escondido, CA 92027-1722
(760) 755-5336
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

As a lifelong  of San Luis Obispo County and resident of Nipomo for the
last 25 years, I am already aware of frequent transgressions of safe
practices at the Phillips refinery, as we often smell releases of
offensive gases, most often on weekends and evenings, when, I suppose,
the Air Pollution people are less likely to be monitoring them. With
this as background, I am fearful of any escalation of activity at this
plant.

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.



Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Peggy Rodriguez
PO Box 1153
Nipomo, CA 93444-1153
(805) 929-6009
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Amie Barber
7400 Fountain Ave Apt D
West Hollywood, CA 90046-5621
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Steve Wexler
2342 Lomita St # A
Camarillo, CA 93010-6631
(805) 482-9836
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Audrey Lee
2024 W Elm St
Lodi, CA 95242-2862
(209) 333-7869
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Deborah & Joe Santone
2963 Dorothy Dr
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-4613
(925) 830-4657
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Weinstock
3600 Harbor Blvd
Oxnard, CA 93035-4136
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Louise L Muller
39582 Via Temprano
Murrieta, CA 92563-5518
(951) 677-0652
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Hall
5252 Balboa Arms Dr Unit 291
San Diego, CA 92117-4943
(858) 598-5501
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gerald Shaia
8103 San Fernando Rd
Sun Valley, CA 91352-4005
(818) 768-2159
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Schaffer
4577 55th St
San Diego, CA 92115-3601
(703) 919-6948
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Caryl Sherpa
33 Sunset Way
San Rafael, CA 94901-1641
(415) 895-8271
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elise Tidrick
1838 Point Reyes Pl
Davis, CA 95616-6652
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Henry Weinberg
835 Puente Dr
Santa Barbara, CA 93110-2032
(805) 570-1663



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Deborah RemyDeborah RemyDeborah RemyDeborah Remy         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Deborah RemyPlease respond to Deborah RemyPlease respond to Deborah RemyPlease respond to Deborah Remy

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Remy
44 Paso Hondo
Carmel Valley, CA 93924-8902
(831) 659-0204
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Melvyn Nefsky
13701 Marina Pointe Dr Apt 129
Marina Del Rey, CA 90292-9240
(424) 228-4243
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Cowgill
2231 20th St Apt 1
Santa Monica, CA 90405-1745
(310) 396-5214
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Stark
1915 El Dorado Ave
Berkeley, CA 94707-2404



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Joan ArmerJoan ArmerJoan ArmerJoan Armer         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Joan ArmerPlease respond to Joan ArmerPlease respond to Joan ArmerPlease respond to Joan Armer

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Armer
1700 De Anza Blvd Apt 114
San Mateo, CA 94403-3967
(650) 777-5404
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Glover
PO Box 6534
Malibu, CA 90264-6534
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Green
7822 Prestwick Cir
San Jose, CA 95135-2146



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
E RichE RichE RichE Rich        to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to E RichPlease respond to E RichPlease respond to E RichPlease respond to E Rich

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. E Rich
428 Sherwood Dr
Sausalito, CA 94965-1067
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charlie K
17th St
San Francisco, CA 94114
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Doug Miller
113 Woodland Ave
San Rafael, CA 94901-5117
(415) 336-2959
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Lynch
44881 N El Macero Dr
El Macero, CA 95618-1071
(530) 753-1171
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beverly Jennings
602 Chestnut St
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-3646
(831) 429-1760
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Marsha Hudson
114 Los Altos Ct
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-3334
(831) 425-8167
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Shannon Rossiter
384 Post St
San Francisco, CA 94108-4902
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ian MacKenzie
48705 Sedum Rd
Fremont, CA 94539-8050
(510) 270-5552
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Esther Gallagher
8355 Marek Rd
Los Molinos, CA 96055-9703
(415) 821-4490
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Jonaitis
2027 N Curson Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90046-2209
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryl Catron
580 Ahwanee Ave Spc 62
Sunnyvale, CA 94085-3124
(408) 735-8479
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kristen Koster
18848 Bernardo Trails Dr
San Diego, CA 92128-1150



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
William MollerWilliam MollerWilliam MollerWilliam Moller         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to William MollerPlease respond to William MollerPlease respond to William MollerPlease respond to William Moller

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Moller
PO Box 443
Ben Lomond, CA 95005-0443
(408) 336-2766
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Douglas Hembry
201 Marchmont Dr
Los Gatos, CA 95032-5604
(408) 356-1908
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Shawn Hoose
718 Teresi Ct Apt 3
San Jose, CA 95117-2550
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeanine Counselman
5804 Rich Hill Dr
Orangevale, CA 95662-4727
(916) 988-2312
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Beverly Harju
2528 Burgener Blvd
San Diego, CA 92110-1124
(619) 550-8038



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Dianne LaneDianne LaneDianne LaneDianne Lane         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Dianne LanePlease respond to Dianne LanePlease respond to Dianne LanePlease respond to Dianne Lane

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dianne Lane
3509 Udall St
San Diego, CA 92106-1648
(619) 225-8911
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Arthur Gregorian
3906 Linwood Ave
Oakland, CA 94602-1628
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ray Jarosz
PO Box 301
19151 Meadow Crk Ln
Montgomery Creek, CA 96065-0301
(530) 232-6134
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Katie Levine
1335 Clay St Apt 5
San Francisco, CA 94109-4184
(415) 441-8739
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. K Perlman
Kenneth Dr.
Aptos, CA 95003-5010
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mahara Bocanegra
Newlin Ave
Whittier, CA 90602
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Nancy Lyon
1334 19th St Apt 4
Santa Monica, CA 90404-1943
(310) 828-1388
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jessica Wolfe
699 Gravenstein Hwy N Apt 24
Sebastopol, CA 95472-2832
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pamela Lichtenwalner
PO Box 473
Stinson Beach, CA 94970-0473
(415) 868-9345
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Courtney Falotico-Zamudio
534 Dudley Ave Apt 10
San Jose, CA 95128-2002
(408) 858-4979
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tamara Badgley
15 Alturas Way
Mill Valley, CA 94941-4421
(415) 381-4971
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Janis Dolnick
7720 Bodega Ave
Sebastopol, CA 95472-3580
(707) 829-9114
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California. Oil trains are
detrimental to the wide range of businesses that make up the California
economy.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Pierce Macdonald
2540 Damuth St
Oakland, CA 94602-3012
(510) 459-6092
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Steven Topik
7 Dickens Ct
Irvine, CA 92617-4028
(949) 856-3045
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marjorie Schwartz
1657 Hopper Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-8617
(707) 571-1862
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Re: the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery. This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to
communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. F Hammer
1490 Chestnut St
San Francisco, CA 94123-3159
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Anderson
1451 Bushy Tail St
Roseville, CA 95747-4660
(916) 872-4933
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Andrea Anaya
14802 Newport Ave
Tustin, CA 92780-6184
(657) 600-8379
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Meg Ziegleder
2627 Shasta Rd
Clearlake Oaks, CA 95423-9598
(707) 350-1454
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Branden Faber
2225 Glenneyre St
Laguna Beach, CA 92651-3660
(949) 494-9875
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andrea Gleason
3329 Brittan Ave Apt 5
San Carlos, CA 94070-3439
(650) 394-4919
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Kelso
5531 Kester Ave Apt 101
Sherman Oaks, CA 91411-4211
(818) 487-8649
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Erika Vargas
462 Maylin St
Pasadena, CA 91105-1630
(626) 584-9976
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Patty Holbert
400 Ponza Ln
Soquel, CA 95073-9528
(831) 462-0788
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeremy Storhoff
257 Camino San Clemente
San Clemente, CA 92672-3703
(949) 429-6036
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stacey Mcrae
32105 Buena Ventura Rd
Winchester, CA 92596-9476
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Maris Sidenstecker
478 Argos Cir
Watsonville, CA 95076-4442
(831) 722-8157
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Armando A. Garcia
16710 Orange Ave Unit F35
Paramount, CA 90723-6856
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kalyn McCloud
PO Box 2244
Port Hueneme, CA 93044-2244
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna Panza
18863 Dog Bar Rd
Grass Valley, CA 95949-9513
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shirley Ross Davis
2550 Filbert St
San Francisco, CA 94123-3318
(415) 674-1792
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Adele Arellano
4124 Crondall Dr
Sacramento, CA 95864-6080
(916) 717-1679
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Sultana
717 Ocean Front Walk
Venice, CA 90291-3243
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Morris
21 Village Pkwy
Santa Monica, CA 90405-2852
(310) 450-7537
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marian Carter
2149 E Norma Ave
West Covina, CA 91791-1937
(626) 966-4978
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joanne Snyder
2431 Palace Dr
San Diego, CA 92123-3619
(858) 560-9028
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Josinaldo Costa
130 E Chapman Ave Apt 248
Fullerton, CA 92832-1992
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Sharon Sprouse
9728 Carmel Mountain Rd
San Diego, CA 92129-2849
(858) 484-1260
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Gladstone
744 Orange Ave
Los Altos, CA 94022-3948
.
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Melody Ross
10445 Mast Blvd Apt 119
Santee, CA 92071-5318
(619) 449-9269
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sarah Sheets
1620 Shirley St
Merced, CA 95341-5261
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ladeana Young
111 Via Jucar
Newport Beach, CA 92663-4909
(949) 673-4484
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kimberly Hughes
48 Carmelita Ave
Mill Valley, CA 94941-2049
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Endicott
2043 19th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94116-1253
(415) 731-3703
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Laura Harrison
1924 Mathews Ave Unit C
Redondo Beach, CA 90278-2902
(310) 508-7925
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roger Marman
4718 Adenmoor Ave
Lakewood, CA 90713-2302
(562) 421-8063
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gregory Alper
707 Jacon Way
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272-2830
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Georgia Broughton
24164 Tossano Dr
Valencia, CA 91355-2050
(661) 607-6568
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Betsy Andersen
200 Orange Ave
Coronado, CA 92118-1440
(619) 913-5107



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
DennisDennisDennisDennis     &&&&    Jan RubyJan RubyJan RubyJan Ruby         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to DennisPlease respond to DennisPlease respond to DennisPlease respond to Dennis     &&&&    Jan RubyJan RubyJan RubyJan Ruby

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dennis & Jan Ruby
13260 Skyline Blvd
Woodside, CA 94062-4561
(650) 851-2121
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Bibby
6033 Westbrook Dr
Citrus Heights, CA 95621-4825
(916) 723-3585
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Homeyra Eshaghi
1 Clover St
San Francisco, CA 94114-2326
(650) 759-7891
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Walter Scott
1615 O St Apt 103
Sacramento, CA 95814-5019
(916) 821-0808
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Glenn Finch
235 Montgomery Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472-3012
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tabitha Maya
10 Miner St
Bakersfield, CA 93305-2425
(661) 374-4189
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Leslie Lethridge
358 60th St
Oakland, CA 94618-1212
(510) 655-0418
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Biggins
PO Box 1387
Ukiah, CA 95482-1387
(707) 462-0311
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Miranda Leiva
4950 Coldwater Canyon Ave Apt 23
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-2206
(818) 985-1374
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pamela Meuser
88 S Broadway Unit 3112
Millbrae, CA 94030-3074
(650) 689-5272
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cindy Ellsmore
PO Box 422
Sierra City, CA 96125-0422
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Edward Fujimoto
1136 Meridian Way
Rocklin, CA 95765-4751
(951) 398-8104
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Jensen
706 Diablo Way
Emerald Hills, CA 94062-3917
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ute Eng
9806 Foxtail Pl
Salinas, CA 93907-1021
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jo-Ann Savoia
1952 Loma Vista St
Pasadena, CA 91104-4028
(626) 791-3322
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Hal Forsen
204 Avenida Serra
San Clemente, CA 92672-4708
(949) 498-6489
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Please respond to Vinit AllenPlease respond to Vinit AllenPlease respond to Vinit AllenPlease respond to Vinit Allen

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vinit Allen
19345 Moon Ridge Rd
Hidden Valley Lake, CA 95467-8605
(707) 987-9545
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Savage
PO Box 100
Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546-0100
(760) 934-9420
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laquitta Andrews
19674 Soulsbyville Rd
Soulsbyville, CA 95372-9741
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Flores
4954 Manomet St
San Diego, CA 92113-2032
(619) 777-0530
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Eric Edmondson
638 Sheri Ln
Danville, CA 94526-3934
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Andrea Hodges
8770 Carmel Valley Rd
Carmel, CA 93923-9578
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sara Brookman
5316 Cowell Blvd
Davis, CA 95618-4453
(707) 290-1953
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kendra Knight
1557 Albemarle Way
Burlingame, CA 94010-4657
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Suzanne Wells
21 Los Altos Sq
Los Altos, CA 94022-1467
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathy Meinhardt
PO Box 514
Rutherford, CA 94573-0514
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Walter Reed
16530 Lockwood Valley Rd
Frazier Park, CA 93225-9392
(661) 245-1443
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Arthur Baxter
PO Box 135
Cedarville, CA 96104-0135
(530) 569-0119
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kim Krupinski
15215 Dickens St
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403-3363
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Kimball
15780 Castroville Blvd
Castroville, CA 95012-9739
(831) 663-9776
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Pamela Arauz
3501 Bellflower Dr
Antioch, CA 94531-6720
(650) 454-4192
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Kirk
2360 Redwood Rd Apt 238
Napa, CA 94558-3287
(707) 256-0714
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brian Pettit
1312 Lawton Ave
Pacific Grove, CA 93950-5516
(323) 203-7326
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Melinda Bragno
119 Achor Ct
Modesto, CA 95354-0309
(209) 524-9607



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Sarie BrysonSarie BrysonSarie BrysonSarie Bryson         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Sarie BrysonPlease respond to Sarie BrysonPlease respond to Sarie BrysonPlease respond to Sarie Bryson

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, or reservoir, or
above a groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for
millions of Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must
not approve this project and create contamination risk for the rest of
our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I strongly urge the San Luis Obispo
County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the
Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. This project creates significant,
unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarie Bryson
300 Rolling Oaks Dr
Thousand Oaks, CA 91361-1269
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Edgren
2424 Shawnee Ct
Fairfield, CA 94534-7138
(510) 558-4031
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Phyllis Lackey
3338 Fosca St
Carlsbad, CA 92009-7836
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynne Eggers
221 Mullen Ave
San Francisco, CA 94110-5331
(415) 647-4490
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Aimee Bell
2274 Cloverfield Blvd
Santa Monica, CA 90405-1821
(310) 452-9401
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

In addition encouraging transit and refining of petroleum products
totally violates essential efforts to reduce greenhouse gases.  We must
do absolutely everything possible to discourage, not encourage anything
relating to more burning of petroleum products.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in



Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Moss
4010 Orme St
Palo Alto, CA 94306-3136
(650) 493-2178



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Mark GolembiewskiMark GolembiewskiMark GolembiewskiMark Golembiewski         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Mark GolembiewskiPlease respond to Mark GolembiewskiPlease respond to Mark GolembiewskiPlease respond to Mark Golembiewski

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Golembiewski
1004 Everglades Dr
Pacifica, CA 94044-3845
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ellen Frank
243 Holyoke St
San Francisco, CA 94134-1439
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Patrick Champeau
3076 Marlow Rd
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-6939
(707) 576-0886
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Gerald & Janice Haslam
PO Box 969
Penngrove, CA 94951-0969
(707) 792-2944
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lionel Mares
12032 Neenach St
Sun Valley, CA 91352-3043
(818) 767-8103
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Francis Roberts
1388 Haight St # 59
San Francisco, CA 94117-2909
(707) 832-2198
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Phillip Hansen
19750 State Route 89 Spc 13
Markleeville, CA 96120-9547
(530) 694-1009
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Carter
1736 Dolores St
San Francisco, CA 94110-5439
(415) 989-4800
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Residing in a community associated with major rail transport route
causes me to support acting to reduce the danger present in near futile
efforts to extract and use the last ounce of fossils fuel.

Save defense supplies, enter the future with solar and wind engery.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Monroe
2282 Santa Anita Rd
Norco, CA 92860-2231
(951) 272-3385
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Julian Chazin
13956 San Pablo Ave
Apt 213
San Pablo, CA 94806-5301
(510) 859-6794
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vince Harper
1531 E San Carlos Ave
Orange, CA 92865-1524
(714) 283-2380
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roger Levin
25 Van Ness Ave
San Francisco, CA 94102-6033
(415) 252-4600
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Jones
123 Main St
Sonoma, CA 95476-6513
(800) 555-1234
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Corinne White
36 Turnagain Rd
Kentfield, CA 94904-2742
(415) 461-0313
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Annette Mello
450 Wildberry Dr
Boulder Creek, CA 95006-9075
(831) 338-4817
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Marc Melinkoff
4968 Reforma Rd
Woodland Hills, CA 91364-2935
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Harry Smith
766 W Wilson St Apt E
Costa Mesa, CA 92627-2985
(949) 548-4927
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Hall
610 Island Pl
Redwood City, CA 94065-1556
(650) 598-0537
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pat Becker
229 San Vicente Blvd
Santa Monica, CA 90402-1520
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Howard Cohen
3272 Cowper St
Palo Alto, CA 94306-3004
(650) 555-1212
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Mccombs
622 Via Umbroso
San Clemente, CA 92672-6014
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ursela Rabe
xxx
Penn Valley, CA 95946



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Andrea LewinAndrea LewinAndrea LewinAndrea Lewin         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Andrea LewinPlease respond to Andrea LewinPlease respond to Andrea LewinPlease respond to Andrea Lewin

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Andrea Lewin
Sea Cliff
San Francisco, CA 94121
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brad Torsone
424 Prospect Ave
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254-4938
(310) 921-8351
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joette Snyder
22545 Schoolcraft St
West Hills, CA 91307-2636
(818) 456-4710
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

We are opposed to the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66
Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents unacceptable risks to
communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Palter
1506 Corinth Ave Apt 402
Los Angeles, CA 90025-3297
(310) 477-4726
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Amy Gonzales
16830 Kittansett Pl
Fontana, CA 92336-1223
(909) 357-0507
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Crook
2320 K St Apt B
Sacramento, CA 95816-5028
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Shadle
2449 W Ball Rd Apt 1
Anaheim, CA 92804-5257
(714) 357-4867
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.  Please don't
risk the lives of yours and my children and grandchildren with this
garbage passing through our countryside.  I pledge to drive less, and
already have solar power for my business.  All of us can do these
things pretty easily and the extra money is worth the investment in our
futures.

Sincerely,

Dr. Cristine Mincheff
PO Box 6977
San Carlos, CA 94070-6977
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gregg Johnson
790 Lenzen Ave Apt 344
San Jose, CA 95126-2775
(650) 669-4860
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Donna R Mitchell
5440 Baltimore Dr Unit 149
La Mesa, CA 91942-2064
(619) 741-4284
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathy Ortiz
11960 Old Stone Rd
Poway, CA 92064-6163
(858) 679-7703
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Aylene Kovary
13941 Huston St
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-1902
(818) 906-0351
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marla Wyatt
12865 Lantana Ave
Yucaipa, CA 92399-4914
(909) 797-0538



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Kelly PiperKelly PiperKelly PiperKelly Piper         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Kelly PiperPlease respond to Kelly PiperPlease respond to Kelly PiperPlease respond to Kelly Piper

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kelly Piper
816 Windham St
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-3446
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Melinda Fox
23992 Crossbill Cir
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677-1734
(949) 831-8177
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marcia Flannery
363 40th St
Oakland, CA 94609-2608
(510) 923-1293
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Harmon
60 Wilson Way Spc 61
Milpitas, CA 95035-2518
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jon Dumbelton
8312 Canyon Oak Dr
Citrus Heights, CA 95610-0730
(916) 722-1572
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Bradley
1819 12th St
Santa Monica, CA 90404-4636
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeanne Nourse
PO Box 429
Vineburg, CA 95487-0429
(707) 996-3808
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ernest Boyd
1069 Greco Ave
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-2747
(555) 555-5555
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gregg Kawczynski
3905 OliveAve
Long Beach, CA 90807
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Bradford Lee Steele, Ph.D.
17260 Coyote Dr
Springville, CA 93265-9374
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Trisha Hamera
5415 Myrtle Dr
Loomis, CA 95650-9203
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Terry Quinn
1084 Solana Dr
Del Mar, CA 92014-3906
(858) 509-7701
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Carol Mock
287 Hirsch Ter
Fremont, CA 94536-1601
(510) 795-1182



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Cristina PinkardCristina PinkardCristina PinkardCristina Pinkard         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Cristina PinkardPlease respond to Cristina PinkardPlease respond to Cristina PinkardPlease respond to Cristina Pinkard

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cristina Pinkard
2039 Donovan Ct
San Jose, CA 95125-5911
(408) 369-0833
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ruth Cardenas
14264 Minorca Cv
Del Mar, CA 92014-2933
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Holly McDuffie
11565 Erwin St
North Hollywood, CA 91606-4823
(555) 555-5555
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Mitchell
5511 Fernhoff Rd
Oakland, CA 94619-3165
(510) 414-6512
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Douglas Mccormick
23602 Via Paloma
Trabuco Canyon, CA 92679-4123
(949) 589-5749
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nancy Gutierrez
45825 Abronia Trl
Palm Desert, CA 92260-4910
(760) 346-4066
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jo Ann Lamar
5002 Big Bend Rd
Oroville, CA 95965-9743
(530) 533-0373
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Rowland
8215 O Donovan Rd
Creston, CA 93432-9748
(805) 234-0239
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathy Meteraud-ortiz
11960 Old Stone Rd
Poway, CA 92064-6163
(858) 679-7703
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Thomas
80 Lincoln Dr
Ventura, CA 93001-3230
(805) 643-6689
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Grace Feldmann
4896 Lookout Rd
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-9785
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Florence Schwartz
150 Lombard St Apt 505
San Francisco, CA 94111-6221
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debra Temple
361 Hollister Ct
San Leandro, CA 94577-2008
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Hounshell
872 Rolling Oak Ct
Modesto, CA 95351-4518
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Melynda Quinn
1218 Meredith Way
Folsom, CA 95630-7325
(916) 984-0845
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Darin Poage
365 Bonair St Apt 8
La Jolla, CA 92037-5940
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Felton Davis
2021 Villa Dr Apt 105
Bay Point, CA 94565-7969
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Fallon
6151 Orange St
Los Angeles, CA 90048-4857
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Thomas
3900 Edenvale Pl
Oakland, CA 94605-2235
(510) 569-6239
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ramona Zulch
4146 Thain Way
Palo Alto, CA 94306-3928
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. J Holland
PO Box 1792
Sausalito, CA 94966-1792
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Eva Thomas
100 Laughing Cow Rd
Woodside, CA 94062-4307
(650) 851-8641
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brandon Jay
14938 Camden Ave
San Jose, CA 95124-2801
(408) 320-9452
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Candy Jennings
2106 San Vicente Ave
Long Beach, CA 90815-3261
(562) 493-4936
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Huwe
116 N Helberta Ave Apt B
Redondo Beach, CA 90277-3117
(310) 379-8563
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joy Turlo
116 Palos Verdes Blvd Apt C
Redondo Beach, CA 90277-5811
(310) 791-8662
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rita Carlson
PO Box 3753
Eureka, CA 95502-3753



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Cheryle BesemerCheryle BesemerCheryle BesemerCheryle Besemer         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Cheryle BesemerPlease respond to Cheryle BesemerPlease respond to Cheryle BesemerPlease respond to Cheryle Besemer

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryle Besemer
5159 Del Mar Mesa Rd
San Diego, CA 92130-6812
(858) 755-2987
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Tiffany Ruiz-Murillo
2508 N Naomi St
Burbank, CA 91504-3238
(818) 644-5990
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ed Cobb
20311 Kilbride Dr
Saratoga, CA 95070-4341
(408) 867-5189
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Furst
PO Box 199
8528 Desert Shadows Rd.
Joshua Tree, CA 92252-0199
(310) 968-8833
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael and Dawn Maghakian
175 Ridgeview Ter
Hercules, CA 94547-1981
(510) 724-1786
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This is literally an accident waiting
to happen.   This project presents significant and unacceptable risks
to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Margaret Rossoff
4154 Opal St
Oakland, CA 94609-2618
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Ratzlaff
645 Carr Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-2820
(707) 575-8574
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Deisha Garcia
1277 Branham Ln
San Jose, CA 95118-3738
(408) 556-1234
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Careena Chase
PO Box 3275
Idyllwild, CA 92549-3275
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lela Nishizaki
1105 Hopkins Dr
Dixon, CA 95620-2624
(707) 678-4074
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Alan Stemler
2111 Humboldt Ave
Davis, CA 95616-3000
(530) 757-7276
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gregory Booth
1
Richmond, CA 94805-1225
(510) 233-6639
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Catherine Brady
1442a Walnut St # 357
Berkeley, CA 94709-1496
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Mone
PO Box 223
Trinidad, CA 95570-0223
(707) 677-0862
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Mary Morgan
10538 Flora Verda Ct
Santee, CA 92071-5902
(619) 312-1235
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim And Alison Williams
3405 Gold Ridge Trl
Pollock Pines, CA 95726-9248
(530) 748-3948
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tracey Silva
13550 Morro Rd
Atascadero, CA 93422-2003
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janeen Moore
5515 Radford Ave
Valley Village, CA 91607-2215
(818) 761-1181
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ken Yoskowitz
2183 De Mille Rd
Paradise, CA 95969-6606
(530) 872-5507



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Carolyn JonesCarolyn JonesCarolyn JonesCarolyn Jones         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Carolyn JonesPlease respond to Carolyn JonesPlease respond to Carolyn JonesPlease respond to Carolyn Jones

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolyn Jones
2844 Garber St
Berkeley, CA 94705-1315
(510) 548-1090
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ed & Gloria Witucki
10720 Melvin Ave
Northridge, CA 91326-2231
(818) 363-1760
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Cheryl Braginsky
124 Littlefield Rd
Monterey, CA 93940-4926
(831) 646-2056



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Marianne BraggMarianne BraggMarianne BraggMarianne Bragg         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Marianne BraggPlease respond to Marianne BraggPlease respond to Marianne BraggPlease respond to Marianne Bragg

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marianne Bragg
5 Lone Pne
Irvine, CA 92604-4663
(949) 559-9199
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Judith Armstrong
10346 Jeffery Pine Rd
Truckee, CA 96161-2183
(530) 587-2515



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Jason McguireJason McguireJason McguireJason Mcguire         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Jason McguirePlease respond to Jason McguirePlease respond to Jason McguirePlease respond to Jason Mcguire

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jason Mcguire
4022 Hawkmount Way
San Ramon, CA 94582-9190
(925) 968-0489
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Reese
440 Camino Flora Vis
San Clemente, CA 92673-6900
(949) 369-0747
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elda Eller
25878 Lomas Verdes St
Redlands, CA 92373-8404
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Clive Chafer
754 Rand Ave Apt 5
Oakland, CA 94610-2237
(510) 536-4036
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Branson
483 E Alvarado St
Pomona, CA 91767-4739
(909) 629-8652
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jan Hansen
6380 Omo Ranch Rd
Somerset, CA 95684-9547
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Molly Schminke
1121a Chaucer St
Berkeley, CA 94702-2032
(415) 596-7309
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Frank Marwood
2252 6th Ave
San Diego, CA 92101-2107
(612) 546-9548
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anabel Royer
426 Norfolk St
Cambria, CA 93428-2713
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Phyllis Lager
5349 Theresa Way
Livermore, CA 94550-2342
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Robinson
28 Dover Pl
Manhattan Beach, CA 90266-7229
(310) 546-4745
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lisa Butterfield
2440 Wood St
Eureka, CA 95501-4759
(707) 443-2472
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ayesha Vavrek
2531 Regent St
Berkeley, CA 94704-2962
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Nicolina Sposaro
1604 E 4th St
National City, CA 91950-2711
(619) 477-0212
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Candra Neff
14785 Curtis Cir
Sonora, CA 95370-7504
(209) 532-5441
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gerry Foote
20670 Via Amarilla
Yorba Linda, CA 92886-3131
(714) 970-7790
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ivonne Ortiz
1150 Dawson Dr
Dixon, CA 95620-2106
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Branson
483 E Alvarado St
Pomona, CA 91767-4739
(909) 629-8652
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Max Silva
605 Northview Rd
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-4014
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Raina Schally
PO Box 28
El Granada, CA 94018-0028
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Michio Kaku
PO Box 22554
Carmel, CA 93922-0554
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Bungarz
PO Box 30227
Walnut Creek, CA 94598-9227
(925) 788-4614
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Holly Ward
4021 Alameda Dr
San Diego, CA 92103-1607
(619) 298-2430
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I hope you are reading these messages!  I am deeply concerned about the
proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery.
This project presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Fran Watson
9734 Jamacha Blvd
Spring Valley, CA 91977-5227
(619) 469-2639
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Kolarik
151 Bergwall Way
Vallejo, CA 94591-6705
(707) 644-3705
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kathleen La Chance
5073 Nippy Ln
Anderson, CA 96007-9179
(503) 227-4949
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Phillip Hansen
19750 State Route 89 Spc 13
Markleeville, CA 96120-9547
(530) 694-1009
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Linda Dow
1720 Berkeley Way
Berkeley, CA 94703-1506
(909) 815-9195
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kyra Legaroff
5113 Panama Ave
Richmond, CA 94804-5451
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Aldo Borzoni
3551 Wildwood Ln
Lafayette, CA 94549-4319
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Diane Etchison
422 Plaza Estival
San Clemente, CA 92672-3539
(949) 388-0709
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Crawford
1809 S Orange Grove Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90019-5050
(323) 938-1607
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Keith Little
PO Box 733
Garden Valley, CA 95633-0733
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Caroll Fowler
243 Poplar Ave
Hayward, CA 94541-3806
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rachele Mechem
901 Stanyan St
San Francisco, CA 94117-3806
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. vincent bausano
5024 Match Ct
Richmond, CA 94806-5899
(510) 223-2742
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Spotts
61464 Adobe Dr
Joshua Tree, CA 92252-2708
(760) 366-7896
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lori Santos
3900 Witzel Dr
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-4610



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Hill PenfoldHill PenfoldHill PenfoldHill Penfold         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Hill PenfoldPlease respond to Hill PenfoldPlease respond to Hill PenfoldPlease respond to Hill Penfold

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Hill Penfold
7661 Le Berthon St
Tujunga, CA 91042-1232
(818) 352-4954
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ben White
2542 Overhill Ln
Davis, CA 95616-3051
(858) 337-3461
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Please, please heed these words:

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Schilling
601 E D St
Petaluma, CA 94952-3213
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Birgit Hermann
627 Page St Apt 7
San Francisco, CA 94117-2594
(415) 621-7514
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Berliner
2160 Laurel Canyon Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90046-2004
(323) 650-9728
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. stephanie lark
5225 E Coralite St
Long Beach, CA 90808-3411
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lee Jordan
6224 Condon Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90056-1906
(323) 292-2854
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Micki Stickford
18218 Purdon Rd
Nevada City, CA 95959-9487
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tim Matson
1161 Turquoise Way
El Dorado Hills, CA 95762-4344
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Charlene Locke
17994 Firestone Rd
Hayward, CA 94541-4617
(510) 783-0484
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Srihari Yamanoor
142 N 9th St Apt A
San Jose, CA 95112-3589
(650) 387-1207
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Gorner
610 Mountain Ave
Sonoma, CA 95476-8564
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Gotvald
528 Monti Cir
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-2736
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Terry Dycus
1523 San Elijo Rd S Unit 207
San Marcos, CA 92078-2050
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jessica Ramirez
6621 W 86th Pl Apt 108
Westchester, CA 90045-3763
(310) 568-8732
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Frances Blythe
555 Morgan Ln
Dixon, CA 95620-2464
(707) 693-1291
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elaine Alfaro
424 Gold Ave
Felton, CA 95018-9637



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Elwin GreerElwin GreerElwin GreerElwin Greer         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:09 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Elwin GreerPlease respond to Elwin GreerPlease respond to Elwin GreerPlease respond to Elwin Greer

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Elwin Greer
3366 Rutgers Ave
Long Beach, CA 90808-3458
(562) 421-8914
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Arline Mathews
10027 Casaba Ave
Chatsworth, CA 91311-3926
(818) 349-0428
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Bianchi
242 S Encinal Ave
Ojai, CA 93023-2156
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Sargis
820 Highland Ave
San Mateo, CA 94401-5218
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Moricca
2618 Sonoma Way
Pinole, CA 94564-1216
(510) 758-5960
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. J Mc Ewen
PO Box 1781
Idyllwild, CA 92549-1781
(951) 659-4705
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Wasielewski
5961 Edmonds Cir
Huntington Beach, CA 92649-3704
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Borgardt
3771 Coldwater Dr
Rocklin, CA 95765-4612
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Evans
2531 Carlow Ln
El Cajon, CA 92020-2077
(619) 462-5986
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Cliff Johnson
801 Arnold Way Apt 215
Half Moon Bay, CA 94019-2385
(650) 726-7109
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Lieberman
36660 Annapolis Rd
Annapolis, CA 95412-9752
(707) 886-5116
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Gary Lapid
248 Walker Dr Apt 7
Mountain View, CA 94043-2167
(650) 938-3539
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Hiestand
526 S Campus Way
Davis, CA 95616-3523
(530) 756-1796
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Robert Schmitt
4017 Randolph St
San Diego, CA 92103-1712
(619) 295-3535
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara J. McVein
1091 Vale View Dr
Vista, CA 92081-6731
(760) 941-0086
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Priscilla Quirk
4555 Shirley Ann Pl
San Diego, CA 92116-2827
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Leon Starkman
3601 Valley Vista Rd
Walnut Creek, CA 94598-4036
(925) 932-1144
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Bohac
PO Box 1730
Twain Harte, CA 95383-1730
(209) 586-7405
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Harley Sebastian-Lewis
7713 Manet Pkwy
Sacramento, CA 95823-3043
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jennifer Frank
24 Parklane Dr
Orinda, CA 94563-3237
(415) 383-9543
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jenn Baldwin
25761 Silver Canyon Ct
Castro Valley, CA 94552-5533
(510) 537-9866
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Anita Vermund
PO Box 707
Corona Del Mar, CA 92625-0707
(714) 402-6437
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Gwen Villa
270 Monte Vista Ln
Petaluma, CA 94952-9669
(707) 766-8117
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Scott Pearlman
18545 Vallarta Dr
Huntington Beach, CA 92646-1851
(714) 593-4746
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Cheryl Freeman
3309 Marcus Ave
Newport Beach, CA 92663-3106
(949) 673-1065
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ron Goldman
1908 Alford Ave # 2
Los Altos, CA 94024-6902
(650) 506-2168
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Louise Dunlap
483 43rd St
Oakland, CA 94609-2148
(510) 450-0651
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Doug Musick
2991 Santos Ln Apt 208
Walnut Creek, CA 94597-7979
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joy Lesperance
3063 N El Capitan Ave
Fresno, CA 93722-4654
(559) 275-1024
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gregory Leroy
228 Sherwood Dr
Santa Barbara, CA 93110-1036
(805) 681-8831
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeffrey Streicher
3772 Sebren Ave
Long Beach, CA 90808-2040
(562) 421-8844
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

PLEASE SAY NO TO OIL TRANSPORT TRAINS!

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Mauk
PO Box 153
591 Pelletreau Ridge Road
Hyampom, CA 96046-0153
(530) 628-4219
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Zimmermann
PO Box 13031
Long Beach, CA 90803-8031
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Firestone
349 39th St
Sacramento, CA 95816-3427
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolyn Mone
538 Eleanor Dr
Woodside, CA 94062-1122
(650) 364-2716
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Silva
560 Rico St Apt H
Salinas, CA 93907-2415
(530) 267-7065
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jorge Rebagliati
2144 Valdes Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-2436
(707) 578-6049
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Harlan Lebo
13117 Springford Dr
La Mirada, CA 90638-3024
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Julie Clark
7102 Winter Orchard Ln
Forestville, CA 95436-9110
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Diane Reynolds
2514 Furmint Way
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670-3620
(916) 362-4393
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ted Hoffman
8433 N State Highway 3
Fort Jones, CA 96032-9671
(530) 468-2780
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Geoff Regalado
PO Box 4183
Burbank, CA 91503-4183
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ranko Balog
5352 Sierra Roja Rd
Irvine, CA 92603-3828
(949) 856-2130
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Cody Mitcheltree
2120 Clement St Apt 16
San Francisco, CA 94121-2070
(415) 531-3861
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Albert Benson
27091 Puerta Del Oro
Mission Viejo, CA 92691-4419
(949) 830-3854
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Debbie Tellerday
18725 State Highway 108 Spc 16
Jamestown, CA 95327-9654
(209) 984-5123
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Douglas Estes
629 Arguello Blvd Apt 303
San Francisco, CA 94118-4063
(415) 845-6018
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Alexander Wells
PO Box 3473
Mammoth Lakes, CA 93546-3473
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Seidel
1028 W Franklin St
Monterey, CA 93940-2112
(831) 915-6956
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Martha Mall
3110 Summit Dr
Escondido, CA 92025-7530
(760) 738-8273
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jerry Hayes
150 W G St
Benicia, CA 94510-3142
(707) 853-7225
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rick Kemenesi
1524 E Rio Verde Dr
West Covina, CA 91791-2525
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Diane Peacock
142 Hunters Glen Ct
Vacaville, CA 95687-7513
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ryan Drake
357 19th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121-2304
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Anne Kobayashi
5235 Fiore Ter Apt C404
San Diego, CA 92122-5630
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Luis Lozano
225 Pomona Ave Apt 3
Long Beach, CA 90803-7230
(562) 439-5980
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Denise Featherstone
316 Blowing Rock
Beaumont, CA 92223-7394
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. R. M. St. Angelo
218 Live Oak Dr
Cloverdale, CA 95425-3535
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marion Macgillivray
12940 Rio Oso Rd
Auburn, CA 95602-7502
(386) 256-6218
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Wiener
429 Lambert Rd
Carpinteria, CA 93013-3076
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Steffen Rochel
1335 Balboa Ave
Burlingame, CA 94010-4705
(650) 348-4096
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alyson Samson
3406 Waterbury Way
Fairfield, CA 94534-2940
(707) 422-1974
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Valerie Sanfilippo
3246 Ashford St Unit M
San Diego, CA 92111-5039
(858) 715-1849
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

The Message below states that I am "deeply concerned." While
I agree with all the reasons expressed below for not approving this
proposal, infuriated and appalled would better suit my reaction. At a
time when climate change is beginning to create world-wide climate
disasters that will only get worse until we hit a tipping-point of no
return, the fossil fuel industry can think only of its bottom line.  It
is time that we stop this industry and force changes to clean,
renewable energy. If Phillips cannot see the handwriting on the wall
then we will need to impose our will on their bottom line!  Cheryl
Genet
__________________

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into



account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Cheryl Genet
4995 Santa Margarita Lake Rd
Santa Margarita, CA 93453
(805) 438-4088
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pamala Thomas
2622 Montana Ave
Santa Monica, CA 90403-2258
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. O Lewis
PO Box 881075
Los Angeles, CA 90009-7075
(310) 322-0132
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Susan Rutherford
1700 Parker St
Berkeley, CA 94703-1918
(510) 841-6474
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Todd Snyder
1941 Turk St Apt 4
San Francisco, CA 94115-4396
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kirsten Shreeve
3503 H St
Eureka, CA 95503-5358
(707) 442-0038
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Clyde R Rockwell
5105 Atlanta Way
Sacramento, CA 95841-2205
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Roberts
5914 Thornhill Dr
Oakland, CA 94611-2149
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alice Polesky
890 Kansas St
San Francisco, CA 94107-2644
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Mellen
1576 E Ocean Blvd
Newport Beach, CA 92661-1434
(949) 433-6988
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joe Keefe
925 Scenic Way
Ben Lomond, CA 95005-9358
(831) 336-2518
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Cook
3040 La Paz Ln
Diamond Bar, CA 91765-3871
(909) 396-6941
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joanna Dang
885 Leo Way
Oakland, CA 94611-1964
(510) 547-3744
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Rick Luttmann
917 Dorine Ave
Rohnert Park, CA 94928-1716
(707) 585-8052
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sally Scott
12552 Hinton Way
Santa Ana, CA 92705-1499
(714) 599-3455
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth O'Hara
501 Gibson Dr
Roseville, CA 95678-6514
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Hirtzel
500 Crestlake Dr
San Francisco, CA 94132-1325
(415) 681-8047
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.
The railroad yard sits in the heart of the huge community development
taking place in downtown Los angeles. We know from the constant
disasters in Canada and the US, that it is not a matter of
"if" but "when" we will experience some form of
contamination. We already live with the potential earthquake and
existing draught ,
we need to focus on protecting our environment, building on wind and
solar power instead of appeasing the powerful oil industry.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.



Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beverly Tangen
300 S Santa Fe Ave # 664
Los Angeles, CA 90013
(818) 398-7573
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Strickland
6663 Gross Ave
West Hills, CA 91307-3210
(818) 716-7839
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Rushton
4159 Stansbury Ave
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-4621
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Kay
1417 Palm Ave
San Gabriel, CA 91776-3327
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Teri Lunn
120 Marvin Ct
Petaluma, CA 94954-1526
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Sally Symanski
4062 Narragansett Ave
San Diego, CA 92107-2619
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Clark
3045 Mar Vista Dr
Aptos, CA 95003-3652
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Robin Harding
3007 Brillante
San Clemente, CA 92673-3806
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Brown
1245 California St
San Francisco, CA 94109-5063
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Martha Carrington
1555 Merrill St
Santa Cruz, CA 95062-4025
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kenneth Tabachnick
6707 Kentland Ave
West Hills, CA 91307-3738
(818) 340-2049
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Art Krakowsky
3052 Reed Ave
Livermore, CA 94550-9615



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Thomas SaitoThomas SaitoThomas SaitoThomas Saito         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:08 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Thomas SaitoPlease respond to Thomas SaitoPlease respond to Thomas SaitoPlease respond to Thomas Saito

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas Saito
915 E Santa Anita Ave
Burbank, CA 91501-1507
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bill Repetto
3317 E. Crk Rd
Weed, CA 96094-9785
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ruth Burman
7 Portofino Ct
San Carlos, CA 94070-3558
(650) 593-4580
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vincent Patti
2924 E 2nd St Apt 6
Long Beach, CA 90803-7314
(562) 343-1566
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. lisa phenix
5181 Finlandia Way
Carmichael, CA 95608-6250
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tina Ann
PO Box 265
Bolinas, CA 94924-0265
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David And Mary Holmes
4558 Loma Vista Dr
La Canada, CA 91011-2140



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Rory AldenRory AldenRory AldenRory Alden         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:08 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Rory AldenPlease respond to Rory AldenPlease respond to Rory AldenPlease respond to Rory Alden

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rory Alden
2709 Dwight Way
Berkeley, CA 94704-3152
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Chelsea Emerson
2320 1/2 N St
Sacramento, CA 95816-5776
(916) 346-4351
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Thomsen
1721 Miramar Dr
Newport Beach, CA 92661-1409
(949) 689-8238
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kent Reedy
1301 5th Ave Apt 434
San Diego, CA 92101-4251
(619) 303-2492
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alex Keir
6915 Vanalden Ave
Reseda, CA 91335-3932
(818) 654-6213
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susie Barton
2360 Ohara Ct
San Jose, CA 95133-1823
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Mula
711 Zanzibar Ct
San Diego, CA 92109-6901
(858) 488-2946
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Tom Amick
1061 Nordman Dr
Camarillo, CA 93010-2926
(805) 482-1242
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alicia Gibbs
3534 W Ball Rd
Anaheim, CA 92804-3666
(714) 326-4169
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Suzy Forwood
10125 Daisy King Dr
Grass Valley, CA 95949-9239
(530) 575-4387
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marilyn N. Bomactao-Enochs
PO Box 251
Monterey, CA 93942-0251
(831) 251-4933
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Shabsin
415 Gunsmoke Dr
Diamond Bar, CA 91765-1223
(555) 555-5555
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Please do not visit this sort of catastrophe on California citizens. I
am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Nicholes
6261 E Fox Glen Dr
Anaheim, CA 92807-4070
(714) 469-7753
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Caroline Takahashi
926 Ruby St
Redwood City, CA 94061-1430
(650) 364-5022
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sabrina Hogan
1020 Oakleaf Ave
Monrovia, CA 91016-3050
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Margaret Copi
3426 Adell Ct
Oakland, CA 94602-1704
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

The proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria
Refinery presents significant and unacceptable risks to communities
across California. It would increase the number of crude oil unit
trains traveling through many population centers.

I fear that the toxic air emissions resulting from these shipments
would pose an unacceptable risk to public health. Volatile toxic
chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air, poisoning communities
along rail routes. In its latest environmental review, Phillips 66 even
admitted that its proposed oil train facility will create
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution,
including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report
cites increased health risks -- particularly for children and the
elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and premature
death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of a
derailment involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands oil to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands "oil" (which is actually bitumen, a
qualitatively different source of hydrocarbon energy similar in many
respects to bituminous coal, hence its name).  This would create even
more toxic air and water pollution for families along the rail line and



near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa
Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edward Syrett
412 Chester St
Menlo Park, CA 94025-2524
(650) 322-7643
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Johnson
PO Box 3083
La Mesa, CA 91944-3083
(619) 697-6125
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ruth Consul
2185 Hanover St
Palo Alto, CA 94306-1245
(650) 857-1620



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Hillary OstrowHillary OstrowHillary OstrowHillary Ostrow         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:08 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Hillary OstrowPlease respond to Hillary OstrowPlease respond to Hillary OstrowPlease respond to Hillary Ostrow

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Hillary Ostrow
5835 Hesperia Ave
Encino, CA 91316-1013
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, serious problems.
The Santa Maria oil terminal would take us in the wrong direction.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Scott & Gayle Spencer
2603 Alpine Rd
Menlo Park, CA 94025-6315
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paula Holm
143 Northpark Dr
Vacaville, CA 95688-2014
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ida Jane Dalpino
6 Navajo Ln
Corte Madera, CA 94925-1011
(530) 346-2344
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Patricia Towers
7636 Capistrano Ave
West Hills, CA 91304-5402
(818) 887-6016
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Don & Ruth Stiver
1649 Roger Ct
El Cerrito, CA 94530-2027
(510) 233-5846
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Van Enk
715 Howard Ave
Carson, CA 90746-3910
(310) 532-7007
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cynthia Jensen
11362 Sutters Mill Cir
Gold River, CA 95670-7261
(916) 638-8360
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Henrik Fallian
1935 Alpha Rd Unit 222
Glendale, CA 91208-2135
(818) 241-6986
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Hunnicutt
6005 Oakbridge Ct
Citrus Heights, CA 95621-6218
(916) 257-2614
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

As a high school student and long time california resident, I am deeply
concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66
Santa Maria Refinery. I urge you to aks this question: "Is it
necessary?" It is not and here is why. This project presents
significant and unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Alice Beittel
861 Bridge Rd
San Leandro, CA 94577-3803
(510) 483-3668



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Steven BarrySteven BarrySteven BarrySteven Barry         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:08 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Steven BarryPlease respond to Steven BarryPlease respond to Steven BarryPlease respond to Steven Barry

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Barry
n/a
Los Angeles, CA 90233
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Beate Lohser
3616 Monterey Blvd
Oakland, CA 94619-1564
(510) 482-8841
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michale Noll
4133 Wilkinson Ave
Studio City, CA 91604-2428
(818) 761-3151
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Pieter Kark
701 Highland Ave Apt 5
San Mateo, CA 94401-2238
(650) 962-9660
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Puaoi
9 Josefa Ct
Novato, CA 94949-6627
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Warner
PO Box 722
Forest Knolls, CA 94933-0722
(415) 460-5422
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Klich
3560 Niblick Dr
La Mesa, CA 91941-8024
(619) 462-8048
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joyce Banzhaf
10041 Greenwood Rd
Grass Valley, CA 95945-8514
(310) 474-7294
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Emily Houlik-Ritchey
1332 Viola Way
Lompoc, CA 93436-3277
(812) 219-2447
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lotti Knowles
5635 Woodman Ave
Valley Glen, CA 91401-4700
(818) 786-8629
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rita Poppenk
3158 Santa Inez Ct
Union City, CA 94587-2822
(510) 471-2610
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Toni Woodruff
1489 Ramon Dr
Sunnyvale, CA 94087-5833
(408) 307-1645
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dana Moss
553 Cedar Ave Apt D
Long Beach, CA 90802-6654
(215) 436-7085
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Watts
1320 Princeton St
Santa Monica, CA 90404-2415
(310) 828-5384
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Chase
1928 Walgrove Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90066-3032
(310) 391-1098
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am extremely concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant
and unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. M Ross
211 G St Apt 3
San Rafael, CA 94901-1834
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Cope
19191 Harvard Ave Apt 268d
Irvine, CA 92612-8621
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Julian Peterson
PO Box 323
Santa Cruz, CA 95061-0323
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Justin Bonsey
10698 Weatherhill Ct
San Diego, CA 92131-2913
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve & Isabelle Robey
548 Wildcat Canyon Rd
Berkeley, CA 94708-1229
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Hunter
12021 Gold Pointe Ln
Gold River, CA 95670-6214
(916) 294-0539
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Guy Cargulia
2400 Loring St
San Diego, CA 92120
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Rothrock
1745 Vallejo St
San Francisco, CA 94123-5008
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolyn Pettis
28625 Winterdale Dr
Santa Clarita, CA 91387-3138
(555) 555-5555
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jack Peters
1519 Ridgebrook Way
Chico, CA 95928-7364
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ken Windrum
511 S Serrano Ave Apt 405
Los Angeles, CA 90020-3916
(213) 738-5999
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Evangeline Chinn
1690 Bandtail Ln
Paradise, CA 95969-4406
(530) 872-3481
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Gude
2007 Humboldt St
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-2453
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Garcia
6771 Follette St
Carlsbad, CA 92011-5052
(619) 884-3701
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Elliot Gordon
65 E Yale Loop
Irvine, CA 92604-3336
(949) 857-4887
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joe Cuviello
529 Turfwood Ln
Solana Beach, CA 92075-2405
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michele Coakley
2154 Benita Dr Apt 3
Rancho Cordova, CA 95670-2517
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Victor Magana
6655 N Fresno St
Fresno, CA 93710-3717
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Evan Woehl
1256 Rincon Ave
Livermore, CA 94551-1655
(925) 456-0601
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. penny harrington
497 Estero Ave
Morro Bay, CA 93442-2637



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Katie SachenKatie SachenKatie SachenKatie Sachen         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:08 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Katie SachenPlease respond to Katie SachenPlease respond to Katie SachenPlease respond to Katie Sachen

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Katie Sachen
1617 Madeira Cir
Petaluma, CA 94954-7425
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Holly Asamura
1527 Circle Ranch Way Unit 64
Oceanside, CA 92057-5536
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Williamson
919 Buchanan St
Albany, CA 94706-1544
(510) 527-0948
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Marla Hanna
PO Box 13978
South Lake Tahoe, CA 96151-3978
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Miller
13331 Moorpark St
Apt 206
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-3948
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Belinda Waymouth
2628 4th St
Santa Monica, CA 90405-4204
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vasu Murti
30 Villanova Ln
Oakland, CA 94611-1166
(510) 339-8155
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Constantin Crontiris
4272 Waycross Ct
Pleasanton, CA 94566-4737
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lynne Nittler
2441 Bucklebury Rd
Davis, CA 95616-3089
(530) 756-8110
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dinah Fedorow
23755 N Shore Ln
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677-1695
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Nancy Sato
2820 Monte Cresta Dr
Belmont, CA 94002-1337
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jacquelin Jones
7887 Moorfoot Ct
San Jose, CA 95135-2117
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Teresa Matta
3477 Twin Oaks Ct
Napa, CA 94558-5226
(707) 252-0894
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. James & Carol Patton
321 Rugby Ave
Kensington, CA 94708-1101
(510) 526-6160
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dennis Mcvey
317 Kent Ave
Kentfield, CA 94904-2526
(415) 925-1612
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Nicole Amador
2910 Riverside Blvd
Sacramento, CA 95818-3735
(916) 447-8589
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Chloe Martin
1041 Zamora Dr
Pacifica, CA 94044-3538
(650) 355-7743
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Zsanine Alexander
2501 N Glenoaks Blvd Apt B
Burbank, CA 91504-2702
(818) 562-7576
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Greenberg
14 Turpentine Dr
Nevada City, CA 95959-2856
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rena Zahorsky
696 E Santa Clara St
# 204st
San Jose, CA 95112-1911
(408) 947-7047
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lauren Alegre
Berkeley
Berkeley, CA 94705-2164
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Nagy
1728 Elm Ave
Torrance, CA 90503-7235
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Leaverton
1910 Sacramento St
Berkeley, CA 94702-1505
(510) 486-2883
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

There is enough information in to demonstrate that fracking anywhere is
a danger to our environment and people and it needs to be stopped!

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Greenough
PO Box 1880
Middletown, CA 95461-1880
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Nadolski
8520 Blakepointe Way
Antelope, CA 95843-5878



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Blair MoserBlair MoserBlair MoserBlair Moser         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:08 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Blair MoserPlease respond to Blair MoserPlease respond to Blair MoserPlease respond to Blair Moser

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Blair Moser
217 Fair Oaks St
San Francisco, CA 94110-2928
(415) 845-3197
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Ybarra
14317 Ostend Dr
La Mirada, CA 90638-2853
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Cox
1908 Ridgewood Dr
Eureka, CA 95503-6676
(707) 442-7349
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ernie Looney
PO Box 800302
Santa Clarita, CA 91380-0302
(818) 813-9980
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Warren Foster
3365 Smoketree Dr
Apt 241
Sacramento, CA 95834-1824
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Lundeen
230 S Shepherd St Ste A
Sonora, CA 95370-5076
(209) 536-0724
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Dennis Pocekay
67 Windsor Ln
Petaluma, CA 94952-7501
(707) 769-9555
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. H Coetzee
505 Venado Vista Dr
La Canada, CA 91011-2459
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Brittain
5236 Central Ave Apt 305
Riverside, CA 92504-1873
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Neal & Patricia Harris
8201 Camino Colegio
Apt 194
Rohnert Park, CA 94928-8149
(707) 795-9324
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Way past time to say NO to the extractive industries. I am deeply
concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the Phillips 66
Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Raymond Smith
1330 Tunnel Rd
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-2137
(805) 682-5583
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Laurel Scott
6359 Rancho Mission Rd Unit 3
San Diego, CA 92108-2011
(310) 838-9657
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Valerie Wolf
954 7th St Apt 8
Santa Monica, CA 90403-2763
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lacey Hicks
994 Mangrove Ave Apt A
Sunnyvale, CA 94086-8922
(619) 410-8181
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Fogel
1484 Kentfield Ave
Redwood City, CA 94061-2704
(650) 281-9291
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Grace Kajita
334 Zephyr Ranch Dr
Sacramento, CA 95831-3230
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Candice Barnett
635 Marine St
Santa Monica, CA 90405-5641
(310) 392-5447
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bonnie Pannell
422 Jackson St
Crockett, CA 94525-1227
(510) 691-1967
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maria Lange
13 Kittiwake Rd
Orinda, CA 94563-1716
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Klaudia Englund
2077 Hopewell Ct
Thousand Oaks, CA 91360-1923
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janet Heck
23731 San Dona
Laguna Hills, CA 92653-1915
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Stuart Wilson
845 S Burnside Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90036-4744
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Annette Bork
4505 Sandburg Way
Irvine, CA 92612-2739
(949) 786-8256
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIRmust also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Casey
1720 Broadway
Burlingame, CA 94010-4824
(650) 343-6670
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Ino
551 36th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121-2607
(415) 668-4669
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Hoskins
1324 Fair Oaks Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-4024
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Forman
3656 Jenny Lind Ave
North Highlands, CA 95660-5653



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Chuck KarpChuck KarpChuck KarpChuck Karp         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:08 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Chuck KarpPlease respond to Chuck KarpPlease respond to Chuck KarpPlease respond to Chuck Karp

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chuck Karp
PO Box 4423
Palm Desert, CA 92261-4423
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Miller
2824 Pintail Ct
West Sacramento, CA 95691-4419
(916) 371-3846



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Pat KirkPat KirkPat KirkPat Kirk         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:08 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Pat KirkPlease respond to Pat KirkPlease respond to Pat KirkPlease respond to Pat Kirk

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pat Kirk
Beltane Dr.
San Jose, CA 95135
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Pamela Larue
3703 Hackett Ave
Long Beach, CA 90808-2417
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California. You have the
responsibility to protect the health and safety of your county's
inhabitants as well as other Californian families; your responsibility
to them exceeds the needs of Phillips 66 and other business interests.
.
This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roy Reddin
2611 Sacramento Dr
Redding, CA 96001-5030
(530) 243-4689
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Stephen Kramny
415 Masonic Ct
Vallejo, CA 94591-4136



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Mary GriffinMary GriffinMary GriffinMary Griffin         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:08 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Mary GriffinPlease respond to Mary GriffinPlease respond to Mary GriffinPlease respond to Mary Griffin

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Griffin
7301 Riverton Ave
Sun Valley, CA 91352-5123
(818) 765-2487
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Maryam Ilkhani
1021 Harbor Village Dr Apt F
Harbor City, CA 90710-5227
(310) 530-6771
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dave Johnson
1611 Michael Way
Yuba City, CA 95993-1623
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rich Wills
544 Douglas Ave
Grass Valley, CA 95945-5044
(530) 274-1461
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Veronique Bucherre
15 Highland Blvd
Kensington, CA 94707-1029
(510) 837-9110
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Gomi Bin
9474 Willowbrook Rd
Westminster, CA 92683-5639
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Madalyn Bodell
3110 Panorama Drive
Tahoe City, CA 96145
(530) 581-5111
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Rollin Odell
2 Haciendas Rd
Orinda, CA 94563-1715
(925) 254-2259
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ruth Feldman
936 7th St Ste B
Novato, CA 94945-3010
(707) 763-0839
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elaine Everett
3200 Soscol Ave
Apt 235
Napa, CA 94558-6539
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ira Steven Levine
7095 Hollywood Blvd
Los Angeles, CA 90028-8903
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Klein
1257 E Maple Ave
El Segundo, CA 90245-3259
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Paula Hargraves
5050 Hacienda Dr Apt 1937
Dublin, CA 94568-7959
(925) 833-9422
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Georgia Galey
909 Woodcreek Rd
Fallbrook, CA 92028-3554
(760) 731-7488
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beverly Magid
14159 Riverside Dr
Sherman Oaks, CA 91423-2362
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am very deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant
and unacceptable risks to communities across California - including
mine!.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert C Brown
355 Elm St
San Carlos, CA 94070-2214
(650) 594-0251
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. jerry wisenor
808 Tehama Dr
Lodi, CA 95242-9553
(209) 334-5181
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lynette Coffey
4059 La Mesa Ave
Shasta Lake, CA 96019-9243
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristine Raatz
1819 Discovery Village Ln
Gold River, CA 95670-3058
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Barbara Marksbury
8624 Beauxart Cir
Sacramento, CA 95828-4606
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Rachel Oliver
PO Box 352
Mariposa, CA 95338-0352
(209) 966-2412
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deborah Gunther
1500 Mission Canyon Rd
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-2129
(805) 687-5556
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Iris Noren
10020 Hampton Oak Dr
Elk Grove, CA 95624-1351
(916) 685-3419
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pat Mimeau
256 Circular Ave
San Francisco, CA 94131-3134
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Elizabeth Johnson
4022 Ternez Dr
Moorpark, CA 93021-9765
(805) 553-0445
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kenyon Donohew
4909 Tilos Way
Oceanside, CA 92056-7415
(760) 305-7114
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Monica Tanza
243a 17th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94121-2310
(831) 359-6618
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. William Cusick
41124 Deer Creek Dr
Oakhurst, CA 93644-8772
(818) 378-0901
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Henning
728 Wayne Ln
Chico, CA 95926-2948
(530) 345-4259
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Melvin Taylor
6585 Calvine Rd
Sacramento, CA 95823-5780
(916) 689-4812
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Monique Grajeda
981 Madonna Rd
San Luis Obispo, CA 93405-6509
(805) 234-0456
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kim Nero
1927 Harbor Blvd
Costa Mesa, CA 92627-7600
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joe Dervin
12100 San Marcos Rd
Atascadero, CA 93422-1763
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. John Sefton
PO Box 714
Trabuco Canyon, CA 92678-0714
(949) 589-9230
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rita Hays
175 Caprice Cir
Hercules, CA 94547-2082
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sonya King
13 Dareheights Dr
Beverly Hills, CA 90213
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jerry Kauffman
21435 Summit Rd
Los Gatos, CA 95033-8400
(408) 353-3333
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen West
2101 Ponderosa St
Santa Ana, CA 92705-7945
(714) 972-1494
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

TI am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cheryl Brehme
12743 Calle De Las Rosas
San Diego, CA 92129-3065
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathleen Carnahan
582 Vineyard Rd
San Marcos, CA 92069-6887
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rachel Amalia
327 1/2 Fillmore St
San Francisco, CA 94117-3402
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mike Caetano
4667 N Safford Ave
Fresno, CA 93704-2920
(559) 241-0723
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Why are we risking California's children and our unique environment to
fatten Canada's profits?

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Roger Hunnicutt
1602 Silkwood Dr
Modesto, CA 95350-3942
(949) 648-1429
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sylvia Sullivan
7388 Chapman Pl # A
Goleta, CA 93117-2827
(805) 683-3462
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Why are we still trying to push Tar Sands crude? The oil industry is
dying in 20 years nothing will run on fossil fuels and the refined
products will be used by industry for everything but energy.
I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them



to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Cross
Pob here
Tahoe City, CA 96145
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kay Willens
2706 Best Ave
Oakland, CA 94619-3204
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. William Blischke
2801 Sepulveda Blvd
Torrance, CA 90505-2801
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Maureen Burness
1038 55th St
Sacramento, CA 95819-3910
(916) 456-4332
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Bud Stuart
157 Por La Mar Cir
Santa Barbara, CA 93103-3776
(805) 965-7074
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Miller
11255 Banner Mine Way
Nevada City, CA 95959-3454
(530) 271-2270
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. George Quezada
1944 Shuey Ave
Walnut Creek, CA 94596-4332
(925) 935-5555
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ruth Feldman
936 7th St Ste B
Novato, CA 94945-3010
(707) 763-0839
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. George Quezada
1944 Shuey Ave
Walnut Creek, CA 94596-4332
(925) 935-5555
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kiya Cote
PO Box 3796
Walnut Creek, CA 94598-0796
(925) 825-3495
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Bailey
PO Box 992480
Redding, CA 96099-2480
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Samuel Gonzalez
757 E Larry St
Farmersville, CA 93223-1759
(559) 936-0983
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kaye Fontana
839 Larrabee St Apt 7
West Hollywood, CA 90069-4588
(310) 855-7983
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kanta Masters
1175 Saxony Rd
Encinitas, CA 92024-2226
(760) 436-5788
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Teresa Edmonds
20 Esquiline Rd
Carmel Valley, CA 93924-9755
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brad Rae
24892 Rivendell Dr
Lake Forest, CA 92630-4127
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marlyne Hadley
527 Hamburg Cir
Clayton, CA 94517-1433
(925) 672-1416
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dave Johnson
1611 Michael Way
Yuba City, CA 95993-1623
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Filippin
1405 McKendrie St
San Jose, CA 95126-1618



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Linda MorganLinda MorganLinda MorganLinda Morgan         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:08 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Linda MorganPlease respond to Linda MorganPlease respond to Linda MorganPlease respond to Linda Morgan

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Morgan
10 Cherrywood Ct
San Pablo, CA 94806-3767
(510) 236-4022
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeff Allsbrook
3519 Dahlia Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90026-1111
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pat Kirk
Beltane Dr.
San Jose, CA 95135
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Larry Walters
401 Barclay Ct
Suisun City, CA 94585-3705
(707) 428-5786
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Esther Wagner
2991 Higuera Ave
Pinole, CA 94564-1514
(510) 758-5870
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald Coburn
1018 East Ave
Napa, CA 94559-2147
(707) 252-1951
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. George Quezada
1944 Shuey Ave
Walnut Creek, CA 94596-4332
(925) 935-5555
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Burnham
2216 Almaden Rd # B
San Jose, CA 95125-2141
(408) 440-2043
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Wendy Krupnick
4993b Occidental Rd
Santa Rosa, CA 95401-5638
(707) 544-4582
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles & Maureen Hochberg
PO Box 569
Philo, CA 95466-0569
(707) 895-2950
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tami Phelps
1735 Barbara Rd
Redding, CA 96003-3119
(530) 241-0210
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Louise Mcguire
3706 Los Flores Ave
Concord, CA 94519-1353
(925) 646-5494
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joan Daly
8624 Beauxart Cir
Sacramento, CA 95828-4606
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Pat Kirk
Beltane Dr.
San Jose, CA 95135
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marie Ellis
108 Holly Dr
Watsonville, CA 95076-2506
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lenora Lowe
659 Jacon Way
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272-2828
(310) 454-0451
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joseph Shulman
6249 Romo St
San Diego, CA 92115-6932
(619) 286-7754
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Shana Adams
3801 Lamborghini Ln
Modesto, CA 95356-1928
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Merilie Robertson
24308 Shrewsbury Cir
Canoga Park, CA 91307-1240
(818) 347-5230
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jerry Oliver
15145 Holiday Way
Sylmar, CA 91342-5503
(818) 833-1055
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Tickes
393 Union Ave Apt C
Campbell, CA 95008-4217
(408) 371-7715



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
DonaldDonaldDonaldDonald    &&&&    Diane LahtiDiane LahtiDiane LahtiDiane Lahti         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:08 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to DonaldPlease respond to DonaldPlease respond to DonaldPlease respond to Donald     &&&&    Diane LahtiDiane LahtiDiane LahtiDiane Lahti

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Donald & Diane Lahti
1684 Scottsdale Rd
Beaumont, CA 92223-8552
(951) 845-0475
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. N Edward Boyce, M.D.
275 Los Ranchitos Rd Apt 127
San Rafael, CA 94903-3677
(415) 453-5471
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Randy Herman
1411 Via Alta
Del Mar, CA 92014-2548
(858) 356-9786
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dianne Grenland
196 Olympic Cir
Vacaville, CA 95687-3306
(707) 446-1846
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gary Haven
28995 Oak Creek Ln
Agoura Hills, CA 91301-6434
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ellen Golden
835 N Humboldt St
San Mateo, CA 94401-1476
(650) 344-1379
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lawrence Garwin
1210 Emerson St Apt C
Palo Alto, CA 94301-3528
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ja Ko
v
v, CA 90016
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

Dear San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Sprvrs.,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Gail Noon
642 west 40th St.
San Pedro, CA  90731-7149
USA

Sincerely,

Miss Gail Marie Noon
642 W 40th St Apt 3
San Pedro, CA 90731-7149
(310) 547-5676
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Misty Mcintyre
2043 Lincoln Ave Apt D
Alameda, CA 94501-2763
(510) 227-5114
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Renee Klein
4732 La Villa Marina Unit C
Marina Del Rey, CA 90292-7026
(310) 827-1505
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Victoria Wyatt
PO Box 3351
Crestline, CA 92325-3351
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chris Carothers
307 Loyola Dr
Aptos, CA 95003-5227
(831) 688-9694
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Stephenson
4957 Holly Dr
Shingle Springs, CA 95682-9710
(530) 676-8219
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Antoinette Brown
3339 Buttrick Ln
Stockton, CA 95206-5424
(209) 915-6259
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Catherine Ruggeri
5964 Lake Almanor Dr
San Jose, CA 95123-2468
(408) 268-6346
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jesus Ramirez
2223 Maple St
Santa Ana, CA 92707-3223
(714) 713-7828
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Damien Luzzo
916 Douglas Ave
Davis, CA 95616-3611
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. B Chan
9895 Scripps Westview Way
San Diego, CA 92131-2430
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Terry Fain
703 Ozone St
Santa Monica, CA 90405-5601
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Suzanne Komili
2235 Mission St Apt 3
San Francisco, CA 94110-1897
(617) 710-9462
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. J Duerr
6280 S Land Park Dr
Sacramento, CA 95831-1840
(916) 421-7169
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathy Haber
114 Shelter Lagoon Dr
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4852
(831) 425-5803
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Kelly
5601 Picardy Dr S
Oakland, CA 94605-1177
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Terrie Weiss
16120 Berkshire Rd
San Leandro, CA 94578-1414
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dianna Nienhaus
1331 East Ave
Eureka, CA 95501-1281
(707) 441-9283
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Belz
PO Box 20306
Piedmont, CA 94620-0306
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Sharon Paltin
PO Box 18
Laytonville, CA 95454-0018
(000) 000-0000
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. George Inashvili
3 Vista Sierra
Rancho Santa Margarita, CA 92688-1007
(949) 900-7665
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathi Ellsworth
448 Shadyglen Ln
San Dimas, CA 91773-1035
(626) 562-0652
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kenneth Pennington
PO Box 1082
Canyon Country, CA 91386-1082
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Rasco
4269 Miramonte Pl
Riverside, CA 92501-3054
(951) 683-5587
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jean Lindemann
1160 Meadow Ln Apt 90
Concord, CA 94520-3725
(925) 368-6631



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Alisa RissoAlisa RissoAlisa RissoAlisa Risso         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:08 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Alisa RissoPlease respond to Alisa RissoPlease respond to Alisa RissoPlease respond to Alisa Risso

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alisa Risso
28 Calendula
Rcho Sta Marg, CA 92688-5409
(949) 951-3004
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert & Deidi Kramer
5033 Mari Way
Mariposa, CA 95338-8540
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jen Blair
43691 Avenida Alicante
Palm Desert, CA 92211-8246
(323) 333-2504
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Lisa Algee
246 Spreckels Dr
Aptos, CA 95003-4556
(831) 227-9847
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Jensen
134 Mabry Way
San Rafael, CA 94903-2962
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Wartell
1076 Opal St Unit 3
San Diego, CA 92109-1841
(858) 204-3887
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Lenora Lowe
659 Jacon Way
Pacific Palisades, CA 90272-2828
(310) 454-0451
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nancy Martin
777 San Antonio Rd Apt 132
Palo Alto, CA 94303-4858
(650) 493-3730
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Arthur Harding
4043 Williams St
Eureka, CA 95503-6054
(707) 444-2671
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Denise Kangas
3235 Flora St
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-6004
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kim Lazaro
12939 Conley St
Poway, CA 92064-5609
(858) 486-5161
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steven Hibshman
609 Celestial Ln
Foster City, CA 94404-2751
(650) 573-5933
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Megan Lesinski
W Steele Lane
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-4719
(810) 373-5143
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Daniel Harris
1555 W 7th St Apt 204
Upland, CA 91786-6948
(203) 988-9021
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chance Rearden
1240 N Ogden Dr Apt 8
West Hollywood, CA 90046-4728
(323) 466-7892
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

The danger to our community if this proposal goes through are
egrigrious! I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail
project at the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents
significant and unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jill Denton
PO Box 6359
Los Osos, CA 93412-6359
(805) 534-0827
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jeannie Whalen
1604 Posen Ave
Berkeley, CA 94707-2723
(510) 987-0853
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Guy Seaton
625 Camellia Ct Apt 2107
Hayward, CA 94544-5554
(510) 885-8938
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ray & Betty Morris
7319 Pembroke Ave
Bakersfield, CA 93308-3702
(661) 393-5008
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathy Yeomans
2522 Yuma Ct
Ventura, CA 93001-1445
e
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandra Bird
201 McAllister Ave
Kentfield, CA 94904-1620
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Sumpter
750 South Rose Way
Tecopa, CA 92389
(760) 646-2885
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Brown
920 Laurel Grove Dr
Soquel, CA 95073-9455
(831) 464-9105



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Dawn SareDawn SareDawn SareDawn Sare         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:08 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Dawn SarePlease respond to Dawn SarePlease respond to Dawn SarePlease respond to Dawn Sare

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Dawn Sare
10725 Country Meadows Rd
Salinas, CA 93907-1666
(831) 443-0344
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marcia Johnson
1460 Big Cedar Ln
Sebastopol, CA 95472-5628
(707) 829-3808
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ed Green
1801 Valdez Way
Fremont, CA 94539-3662
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mohan Jayapal
615 Blossom Hill Rd Apt 11
Los Gatos, CA 95032-4533
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Deborah Marcus
6299 Capri Dr
San Diego, CA 92120-4632
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Janice Briggs
421 Roanoke Dr
Martinez, CA 94553-6240
(925) 937-5207
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Christina Opel
2712 Pine St Ste C
San Francisco, CA 94115-2523
(415) 691-8700
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lee Juskalian
PO Box 141
Cardiff, CA 92007-0141
(760) 944-0072
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jamila Garrecht
620 E St
Petaluma, CA 94952-4157
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Oda John
2000 Post St
San Francisco, CA 94115-3500
(415) 567-7192
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Elizabeth Nickerson
442 Peachcrest Dr
Oakdale, CA 95361-3272
(209) 847-2709
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Mittig
4279 Grist Rd
Mariposa, CA 95338-8701
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Lindsay Smith
2287 W Hearn Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95407-7377
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Nadine Larsen
949 Street
Laguna Beach, CA 92651
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Chris Borkent
202 Roundtree Ct
Sacramento, CA 95831-2645
(916) 554-8203
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Alan Schwartz
4240 Harbor Blvd Apt 307
Oxnard, CA 93035-4374
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Shutt
14020 Captains Row Apt 101
Marina Del Rey, CA 90292-7360
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Judith Murphy
8 Portola Green Cir
Portola Vally, CA 94028-7833
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Andreya Marks
1214 Miramonte Dr
Santa Barbara, CA 93101-4817
(805) 969-4610
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vikram Chopra
4380 San Juan Ave
Fremont, CA 94536-4736
(510) 498-5939
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carolyn Hedgecock
4677 Sterling Ct
Fremont, CA 94536-6708
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Hester Goedhart
275 Shoreline Dr
Redwood City, CA 94065-1407
(000) 000-0000
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Lori Haage
9554 Tudor Ave
Montclair, CA 91763-2219
(909) 624-2201
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Matthew Palmer
5209 E Peabody St
Long Beach, CA 90808-2537
(562) 425-8911
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ann Erickson
PO Box 862
Monte Rio, CA 95462-0862
(707) 865-2737
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jamie Green
9727 Sweetwater Ln
Ventura, CA 93004-2884
(805) 659-4444
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. R Rosenberg
32 Toussin Ave
Kentfield, CA 94904-1421
(415) 456-6622
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Mary Riblett
11260 Overland Ave
Culver City, CA 90230-5559
(310) 252-4460
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Terry
503 W Rustic Rd
Santa Monica, CA 90402-1115
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jesus Ramirez
2223 Maple St
Santa Ana, CA 92707-3223
(714) 713-7828
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Lori Haage
9554 Tudor Ave
Montclair, CA 91763-2219
(909) 624-2201
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Robert Myers
13060 Del Monte Dr
Seal Beach, CA 90740-4390
(562) 626-8260
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rosa Antoine
5210 Terner Way Apt 317
San Jose, CA 95136-4160
(408) 978-8385
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Robin Vantassell
335 N San Pedro Rd
San Rafael, CA 94903-2875
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Siegfried Othmer
6265 Canoga Ave Apt 53
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-2405
(818) 789-3456
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Georgia Tattu
2447 Park Ave
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254-2639
(310) 376-8110
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ginger Schedler
1262 N Safford Ave
Fresno, CA 93728-1634
(559) 787-2689
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Pinkham
5 Terrace Ave
Bolinas, CA 94924
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dustin Crook
9547 Shamrock Ave
Fountain Valley, CA 92708-1548
(714) 775-6172
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss E Lehuanani Phillips
23502 Mag Mtn Pkwy Apt 1505
Valencia, CA 91355-1312
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Norm Stanley
39796 Pine Bench Rd
Yucaipa, CA 92399-9543
(909) 878-2698
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Colby
2562 Le Conte Ave
Rm 4
Berkeley, CA 94709-1117
(313) 510-5807
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Heidi Nordh
PO Box 107
Jenner, CA 95450-0107
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Jeannette Welling
2450 Pleasant Way
Thousand Oaks, CA 91362-3274
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Oscar Alvarez
10628 Commerce Ave
Tujunga, CA 91042-1541
(213) 675-4708
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Burgess
2064 Lernhart St
Napa, CA 94559-4441
(555) 555-5555
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Helen Oxley
225 Mount Hermon Rd Spc 153
Scotts Valley, CA 95066-4015
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Hylton
3971 Erskine Creek Rd
Lake Isabella, CA 93240-9005
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sheri Minix
PO Box 810
Descanso, CA 91916-0810
(619) 659-9603
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Paul Henninger
PO Box 64
Garberville, CA 95542-0064
(707) 923-3375
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Kimberly Scibetta
9645 Wheatland Ave
Shadow Hills, CA 91040-1427
(818) 352-4662
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nancy R. Griffith
1120 44th St
Sacramento, CA 95819-3731
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Corwin Zechar
Somewhere in the SF Bay Area
Some City in the SF Bay Area, CA 94704
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lorraine Seiji
642 Albemarle St
El Cerrito, CA 94530-3217
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Maxwell
4162 Oakridge St
Rocklin, CA 95677-2818
(916) 624-2704
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Suzanne Jung
PO Box 253
Covelo, CA 95428-0253
(707) 599-7823
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Johanna Mattos
3569 W Magill Ave
Fresno, CA 93711-0814
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Glennda Campos
2785 Mojave Dr
West Sacramento, CA 95691-4920
(916) 617-2302



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Bianca MolgoraBianca MolgoraBianca MolgoraBianca Molgora         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:07 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Bianca MolgoraPlease respond to Bianca MolgoraPlease respond to Bianca MolgoraPlease respond to Bianca Molgora

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bianca Molgora
3976 Folsom St
San Francisco, CA 94110-6138
(415) 000-0000



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
N RileyN RileyN RileyN Riley         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:07 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to N RileyPlease respond to N RileyPlease respond to N RileyPlease respond to N Riley

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers.

I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from these
shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public health.
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning
communities along rail routes.

In its latest environmental review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its
proposed oil train facility will create "significant and
unavoidable" levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur
dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health
risks -- particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart
disease, respiratory disease, and premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public.

The recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast.

A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater
aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians.
During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and
create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and



Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. N Riley
PO Box 28891
Santa Ana, CA 92799-8891
(714) 530-6096
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Craig Olson
2235 Beverly Way
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-2212
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Colby
2562 Le Conte Ave
Rm 4
Berkeley, CA 94709-1117
(313) 510-5807
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jeffrey & Ofelia Plotnik
465 N Palm Ave Apt 302
Hemet, CA 92543-2884
(951) 652-0830
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. James Franzi
22000 Lawrence Rd
Fiddletown, CA 95629-9707
(415) 388-1293
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Livingston
2378 Waldon St
Redding, CA 96001-2621
(530) 243-4124
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

Phillips 66  admitted that its proposed oil train facility will create
"significant and unavoidable" levels of air pollution,
including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.

The project would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through California communities and population centers.
Emergency responders along the rail route are not prepared for these
dangerous trains and current safety standards are not adequate to
protect the public.

The recirculated draft EIR dangerously MISINFORMS the public because
it uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an
oil train carrying millions of gallons of explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential damage near each watershed crossed en route
to the Santa Maria refinery, including the San Francisco Bay-Delta
watershed and California's central coast. A derailment could
contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians across the
state.

Canadian tar sands impact on climate change must be taken into account.
They are more carbon intensive than any other source of oil.  How can
California claim to be a leader in fighting climate change and at the
same time encourage Canadian tar sands to come into the state?

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. The  Phillips 66  facility plans to refine tar sands, thus creating
more pollution for families along the rail line and near the Santa
Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo should not approve the Santa Maria
project in isolation!

I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of
Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. This project
creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our
communities and  climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Anderson
16226 Avenida Suavidad



San Diego, CA 92128-3212
(858) 451-9695
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Danielle Logue
9161 Heatherdale St
Santee, CA 92071-3221
(619) 258-1919
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ernesto Ferrera
82 City Limits Cir
Emeryville, CA 94608-1059
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Edward Como
6549 Bradford Ct
Alta Loma, CA 91701-9107
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Pamela Check
2237 1/2 Ceres Ave
Chico, CA 95926-1475
(909) 446-8778
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Glenn Martin
3035 23rd St
San Francisco, CA 94110-3315
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Mary Hughes
4449 Edison Ave
Sacramento, CA 95821-3367
(916) 283-6965
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kartthik Raghunathan
3665 Benton St Apt 143
Santa Clara, CA 95051-4562
(845) 270-9138
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathy O'Brien
72 West Coast Rd.
Redway, CA 95560
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Ellen Southard
11555 Old Oregon Trl
Redding, CA 96003-7692
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Andersen
PO Box 726
Felton, CA 95018-0726
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Peggy Luna
747 Ruth Dr
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-1537
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Boyer
135 Mosher Way
Palo Alto, CA 94304-2418
(650) 498-8385
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Kristofer Young
407 Del Norte Rd
Ojai, CA 93023-1701
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cathy Chen
916 Silver Spur Rd Ste 108
Rolling Hills Estates, CA 90274-3826
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil. Please, for our people and our future!

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carolyn Lilly
6114 Caminito Sacate
San Diego, CA 92120-3155
(619) 501-9345
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elaine Wolf
5542 Soledad Mountain Rd
La Jolla, CA 92037-7254
(858) 581-3526
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Helen Keenan
3917 Beresford St Apt 4
San Mateo, CA 94403-4595
N/A
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marta Borbon
5228 Glennon Dr
Whittier, CA 90601-2313
(562) 692-8403
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alison Ellsworth
500 Stanyan St
San Francisco, CA 94117-1869
(617) 694-4190
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Katy R.
withheld
withheld, CA 95465
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Griffin
26201 Vermont Ave
Unit 304
Harbor City, CA 90710-3433
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Rev.John Fernandes
854 Begier Ave
San Leandro, CA 94577-3064
(510) 568-3478
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Grant Rich
697 30th St
Oakland, CA 94609-2962



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Julian Yerena JrJulian Yerena JrJulian Yerena JrJulian Yerena Jr         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:07 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Julian Yerena JrPlease respond to Julian Yerena JrPlease respond to Julian Yerena JrPlease respond to Julian Yerena Jr

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Julian Yerena Jr
13571 E 3rd St
Parlier, CA 93648-2706
(559) 940-0704
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Nilsen
Racoon Ln
Ben Lomond, CA 95005-9311
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Leonard Moore
153 Pebble Beach Way
Aptos, CA 95003-5735
(831) 688-5073
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Amelia Clark
10656 Fuerte Dr
La Mesa, CA 91941-5766
(619) 312-2468
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Roberta Sparkman
4807 Boyd Dr
Carmichael, CA 95608-4915
(530) 659-0906
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Rose Miksovsky
5343 Broadway Ter Apt 306
Oakland, CA 94618-1400
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Nancy Byers
2009 Prince St
Berkeley, CA 94703-2518
(510) 845-3162
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Vince Harper
1531 E San Carlos Ave
Orange, CA 92865-1524
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Pat Bryan
8333 Golden Ave
Lemon Grove, CA 91945-2649
(619) 825-8833
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Erin Garcia
14924 Dickens St
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403-3414
(818) 986-4544



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Bonnie WeiselBonnie WeiselBonnie WeiselBonnie Weisel         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:07 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Bonnie WeiselPlease respond to Bonnie WeiselPlease respond to Bonnie WeiselPlease respond to Bonnie Weisel

Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bonnie Weisel
2786 Bryant St
San Francisco, CA 94110-4226
(415) 282-5477
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy Tillson
12528 Niego Ln
San Diego, CA 92128-3025
(858) 675-0459
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Peter Reimer
1771 Highland Blvd
Hayward, CA 94542-1109
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michele Sumandra
576 Pinecliff Pl
Simi Valley, CA 93065-5417
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dale Mckenna
1108 E Cypress Ave
Lompoc, CA 93436-7038
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Carol Wong
219 May Ave
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-4143
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jim Perry
PO Box 961
Santa Rosa, CA 95402-0961
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Angela Mogin
55 W 5th Ave
Apt 5d
San Mateo, CA 94402-2049
(650) 513-6699
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Deborah Wood
23841 Pinafore Cir
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677-1733
(949) 495-5112
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Lanting
10593 Cherry Ridge Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472-9644
(707) 824-9784
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Carroux
2203 Hastings Dr
Belmont, CA 94002-3369
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Margaret Pearlman
342 Avenida Sevilla Unit D
Laguna Woods, CA 92637-3888
(949) 768-1649
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joanna Stiehl
2010 Newcomb Ave
San Francisco, CA 94124-1615
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jason Laberge
28128 P Coast Hwy Spc 115
Malibu, CA 90265-8115
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lois Salo
3178 Ross Rd
Palo Alto, CA 94303-4126
(650) 493-8872
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ilse Hadda
1440 Walnut St
Apt 5
Berkeley, CA 94709-1447
(510) 843-3575
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kristin Riggs
1380 48th St
Sacramento, CA 95819-4102
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ana Vertel
1176 Spruce St
Berkeley, CA 94707-2630
(510) 527-5269
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kyva Holman
1455 1st Ave
Oakland, CA 94606-1677
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Socrates Calderon
938 Parkbrook St
Spring Valley, CA 91977-4723
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Barbara Hershey
25 Heather Pl
Hillsborough, CA 94010-7213
(650) 348-1270
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Ilse Hadda
1440 Walnut St
Apt 5
Berkeley, CA 94709-1447
(510) 843-3575
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Greg Demasi
PO Box 6374
Concord, CA 94524-1374
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Joy Redick
1281 Union Rd
Hollister, CA 95023-8931
(650) 967-6105
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Carol Taggart
1705 Valparaiso Ave
Menlo Park, CA 94025-5560
(650) 321-2654
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kirk Nason
120 11th St
Huntington Beach, CA 92648-4806
(714) 969-9992
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

My nephew and his girlfriend are living in your area while they go to
college.  I do not want them to be put in danger for oil company
profits--say no to tar sands oil.

Sincerely,

Ms. Lily Marie
10995 Garden Ln
Roughandready, CA 95975
(530) 272-4595
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Darius Fattahipour
15575 Canton Ridge Ter
San Diego, CA 92127-4120
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janice Vieth
21333 E Venton St
Covina, CA 91724-1937
(909) 599-7134
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. David Lang
808 N Spring St Apt 501
Los Angeles, CA 90012-4413
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate. We need to care
about our beautiful state not about oil companies and train companies.
We need to care about the quality of life of all California's residents
not just the richest individuals that tend to buy influence.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sue Addison
PO Box 8384
Santa Cruz, CA 95061-8384
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Joel Levitt
3500 Woodbrook Dr
Napa, CA 94558-5234
(707) 258-1897
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. C. Aragon
410 Raymondale Dr
South Pasadena, CA 91030-2152
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Hank Garvey
628 Lincoln Ave
Alameda, CA 94501-3324
(510) 814-0623
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Terry Anderson
5902 W 85th Pl
Los Angeles, CA 90045-4205
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Hans Ritter
433 Boynton Ave
Berkeley, CA 94707-1701
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Cherie Long
435 Sheridan Ave Apt 207
Palo Alto, CA 94306-2045
(650) 328-1076
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Steve Seliandin
1731 Ellis St
Concord, CA 94520-2758
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San



Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Judith & Dorothy Schumacher-Jennings
870 Terra California Dr
Walnut Creek, CA 94595-3083
(925) 239-2402
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bruce Chapman
6318 Wine Valley Station
Napa, CA 94581
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Allan Chen
111 Shepardson Ln
Alameda, CA 94502-6575
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gerald Lysne
2102 Redgap Ct
Encinitas, CA 92024-4332
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Deborah Sullivan
23941 Bessemer St
Woodland Hills, CA 91367-2917
(818) 702-0328
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Elliot Safdie
3245 Cabrillo St
San Francisco, CA 94121-3439
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Berger
4412 Ocean View Blvd Apt 207
Montrose, CA 91020-1286
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elizabeth Cotton
Crest Dr
Encinitas, CA 92024-4043
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Brent Larsen
4668 Harvey Rd
San Diego, CA 92116-1016
(619) 876-3839
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Susan Driver
3331 L St
Sacramento, CA 95816-5331
(916) 440-6294



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Judith WrightJudith WrightJudith WrightJudith Wright         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:07 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Judith WrightPlease respond to Judith WrightPlease respond to Judith WrightPlease respond to Judith Wright

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judith Wright
2515 J St Apt 306
Sacramento, CA 95816-4821
(916) 442-7101
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alexandra Skwara
3976 60th St
San Diego, CA 92115-6590
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sharon Mcgraham
148 Blaine St Apt Q
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-2863
(831) 421-9331
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kathie Batesole
1363a Jasper Ave
Mentone, CA 92359-1110
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Julie Webb
2222 Adrian St
Napa, CA 94558-5002
(707) 252-7001
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kellie Karkanen
256 Castle Glen Rd
Walnut Creek, CA 94595-2603
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Bertrand Deprez
2025 Cross St
Seaside, CA 93955-3305
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Barbara Garcia
PO Box 1566
Yosemite Ntpk, CA 95389-1566
(209) 379-2630
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ken Post
16 Hertford
Newport Coast, CA 92657-1077
(949) 760-1193
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sam Romero
5134 Moorcroft Cir
Stockton, CA 95206-6156
(209) 814-1612
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patricia Carlson
3668 Motor Ave Apt 107
Los Angeles, CA 90034-5799
(310) 559-3068
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Patti Ford
PO Box 55
Brookdale, CA 95007-0055



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Evelyn La CroixEvelyn La CroixEvelyn La CroixEvelyn La Croix         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 05:07 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Evelyn La CroixPlease respond to Evelyn La CroixPlease respond to Evelyn La CroixPlease respond to Evelyn La Croix

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Evelyn La Croix
2146 Bonar St
Berkeley, CA 94702-1806
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Naomi Gilmore
4390 47th Ave Apt 108
Sacramento, CA 95824-3709
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Katherine Lorber
PO Box M
San Rafael, CA 94913-4180
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sam Romero
5134 Moorcroft Cir
Stockton, CA 95206-6156
(209) 814-1612
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Rietzel
4850 Denny Ave
North Hollywood, CA 91601-4735
(818) 761-6846
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Ema Concone
320 Wilshire Blvd
Santa Monica, CA 90401-1315
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Robert Miller
1265 Pacific Ave Apt 24
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-3427
(949) 248-5795
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Karen Babbitt
1070 Church St Apt 315
San Francisco, CA 94114-3432
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. G Desmidt
804 57th St
Emeryville, CA 94608-2814
(111) 111-1111
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution



for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Deidre Brookman
16222 Monterey Ln Spc 329
Huntington Beach, CA 92649-2253
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Marilyn Rietzel
4850 Denny Ave
North Hollywood, CA 91601-4735
(818) 761-6846
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Janice Gloe
3100 Guido St
Oakland, CA 94602-3521
(510) 531-6857
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Roxanne Moger
2340 42nd St
Sacramento, CA 95817-2143
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Sharon Torrisi
2126 Ardmore Ave
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254-2218
(310) 798-4523
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Richard Forward
3582 Garrison St
San Diego, CA 92106-2143
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Charles Utt
1645 Austin Dr
Dixon, CA 95620-4535
(916) 616-7094
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Risa Jaroslow
363 Santa Clara Ave
Oakland, CA 94610-2629
(510) 817-4978
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kelley Lamke
1576 Peterson Ln
Santa Rosa, CA 95403-2334
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Linda Russell
PO Box 4303
Santa Rosa, CA 95402-4303
(707) 583-2395
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Michelle Kory
23323 Lynham Pl
Valencia, CA 91354-1921
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Kiran Patel
500 Vernon St Apt 117
Oakland, CA 94610-1401
(510) 406-3662
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Tracey Putnam
6425 Medio St
San Diego, CA 92114-5613
(480) 557-7914
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Thompson
985 Crown Ave
Santa Barbara, CA 93111-1062
(805) 967-1176
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am extremely concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant
and unacceptable risks to communities across California!

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, my husband and I urge the San Luis
Obispo County Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to REJECT
the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur. This project creates significant,
unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate!

Sincerely,

Mrs. Eugenia Larson
160 Canyon Green Pl
San Ramon, CA 94582-4614
(925) 806-0644
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Terry Campbell
PO Box 15706
Sacramento, CA 95852-0706
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Thomas J Carlton
3953 Lamarr Ave
Culver City, CA 90232-3719
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marjorie Krueger
2554 Lincoln Blvd # 257
Venice, CA 90291-5043
(310) 650-6977
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Alan Savat
526 2nd St
Santa Cruz, CA 95060-5442
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

We, as a family hope u put all families health & life's first! That
also means yours!

Sincerely,

Mrs. Joan, Paul, And Pj Sullivan
4946 Sullivan St
Ventura, CA 93003-5267
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Jon Porter Md
2761 Gertrude Dr
Los Alamitos, CA 90720-4740
(562) 594-9152
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sandy Commons
2703 Corabel Ln Apt 215
Sacramento, CA 95821-5254
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Chandra Stephens
W Sexton Rd
Sebastopol, CA 95472-9419
(707) 829-1992
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Helen Sherry
1040 Zinnia Ct
Nipomo, CA 93444-9647
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Dan Serbin
1064 Santa Ana Dr
Santa Rosa, CA 95404-6138
(707) 584-7060
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Ginny Monteen
3057 S Higuera St Spc 67
San Luis Obispo, CA 93401-6467
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Sam Romero
5134 Moorcroft Cir
Stockton, CA 95206-6156
(209) 814-1612
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Anny Wiedemann
3238 Wind River Cir
Westlake Village, CA 91362-3544



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Stephanie OrozcoStephanie OrozcoStephanie OrozcoStephanie Orozco         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/23/2014 11:11 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Stephanie OrozcoPlease respond to Stephanie OrozcoPlease respond to Stephanie OrozcoPlease respond to Stephanie Orozco

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Stephanie Orozco
5119 Hermosa Ave
Los Angeles, CA 90041-1316
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Chatham H. Forbes, Sr
347 Massol Ave Apt 203
Los Gatos, CA 95030-7233
4083542015 and 408-768-6639
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Sarah Stark
PO Box 1052
Blue Jay, CA 92317-1052
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Christopher Vargas
2998 Croftdon St
Costa Mesa, CA 92626-4326
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Locke Mccorkle
1011 Fulton St
Palo Alto, CA 94301-3313
(650) 327-9768
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gregg Sparkman
160 Lincoln Ave
Palo Alto, CA 94301-2437
(510) 472-7808
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Judy Goldman
18148 Valladares Dr
San Diego, CA 92127-1133
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. R Ching
PO Box 392
Redondo Beach, CA 90277-0392
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Jonathan Eden
494 Vincente Ave
Berkeley, CA 94707-1520
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Deeann Wong
5232 Quaker Hill Ln
San Diego, CA 92130-4890
(858) 481-6783
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Miss Elisabeth Speece
19b San Juan Rd
Royal Oaks, CA 95076-5234
(484) 947-1584
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Bita Edwards
PO Box 122
Woodacre, CA 94973-0122
(415) 488-1292
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Elissa Wagner
528 Encino Dr
Aptos, CA 95003-4860
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Cassandra Lista
4120 Whistler Ave
Santa Rosa, CA 95407-7710
(707) 584-4293
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Olga Lampkin
9314 Alki Ct
Bakersfield, CA 93312-4402
(661) 587-2651
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Alice Lewis
16641 Buckhorn Mountain Rd
Sonora, CA 95370-8241
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Kevin Wang
213 Hayes Dr
Turlock, CA 95382-1105
(650) 938-6389
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Dr. Maryann Rachford
9173 Woolley St
Temple City, CA 91780-1351
(626) 286-5416
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Gerald Lysne
2102 Redgap Ct
Encinitas, CA 92024-4332
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Amanda Jones
845 Humboldt St
Richmond, CA 94805-1442
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Kottler
3183 Wayside Plz Apt 302
Walnut Creek, CA 94597-2073
(707) 304-2514
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Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 
throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 
unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 
not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 
it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 
rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 
accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 
we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 
past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 
from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 
data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 
old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 
accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 
project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 
100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 
order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 
water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 
threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 
analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 
unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 
communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 
admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 
unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 
cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 
particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 
respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 
carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 
derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 
could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 
risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 
proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 
toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 
most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 
tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 
the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 
approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 
decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 
project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 
transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 
intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 
disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 
spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 
our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Brianna Kenney
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Connie Pereczon
19415 Annalee Ave
Carson, CA 90746-2618
(310) 779-0022
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Mitsuda
33210 Lake Oneida St
Fremont, CA 94555-1285
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vicki Call
10164 Peaceful Ct
Santee, CA 92071-1844
(619) 562-0065
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Michael Burkart
1700 17th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122-4502
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. S Davis
PO Box 2892
Atascadero, CA 93423-2892
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marianna & Fred Mejia
1009 Hidden Valley Rd
Soquel, CA 95073-9708
(831) 477-0000
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Susan Valentine
423 Camelback Rd
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523-1370
(925) 689-6512
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Holly Atkinson
Clipper St
San Francisco, CA 94114
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Vickie Valine
2801 G St
Sacramento, CA 95816-3721
(916) 442-1160
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Mark Gallegos
2711 Boulder St
Los Angeles, CA 90033-3111
(323) 263-1524
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Natacha Lascano
3200 Zanker Rd
San Jose, CA 95134-1943
(408) 421-0612
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anastasia Fiandaca
278 30th St
San Francisco, CA 94131-2421
(415) 643-7456



Public comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the PhillipsPublic comment on the Phillips     66666666    Santa Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposalSanta Maria oil terminal proposal
Annette AbramsAnnette AbramsAnnette AbramsAnnette Abrams         to: p66-railspur-comments 11/24/2014 03:00 PM

Sent by: Sierra ClubSierra ClubSierra ClubSierra Club     <<<<informationinformationinformationinformation@@@@sierraclubsierraclubsierraclubsierraclub ....orgorgorgorg>>>>
Please respond to Annette AbramsPlease respond to Annette AbramsPlease respond to Annette AbramsPlease respond to Annette Abrams

Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Annette Abrams
5223 Wendell Ln
Sebastopol, CA 95472-6248
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Zoe Chapman
PO Box 23
Whitethorn, CA 95589-0023
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Catherine Trujillo
933 Music Ave
Clovis, CA 93612-1946
(559) 323-5514
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Jacqueline Simons
2060 Las Canoas Ridge Way
Santa Barbara, CA 93105-2379
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Tasha Boucher
4006 Madelia Ave
Sherman Oaks, CA 91403-4625
(310) 991-8274
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. Douglas And Karin Coy
115 Ocean View Rd
Bishop, CA 93514-7622
(760) 387-2484
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Linda Lutjen
11140 Haight St
Castroville, CA 95012-2802
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. John Padilla
PO Box 4215
Salinas, CA 93912-4215
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Marisa Strange
3124 E 1st St
Long Beach, CA 90803-2602
(562) 343-1869
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mr. William Stratton
PO Box 1062
Forestville, CA 95436-1062
(707) 820-7682
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

This proposal would increase the number of crude oil unit trains
traveling through numerous California communities and population
centers. I am concerned about the toxic air emissions resulting from
these shipments, which would pose an unacceptable risk to public
health. Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air
poisoning communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental
review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its proposed oil train facility
will create "significant and unavoidable" levels of air
pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals.
The report cites increased health risks -- particularly for children
and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, respiratory disease, and
premature death.

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public. The
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it
uses outdated data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil
train disaster involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of
explosive crude oil.

It's not just communities that will be put at risk. The EIR must also
fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill near each of
the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery,
including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and California's
central coast. A derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a
groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking water for millions of
Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not approve
this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.



For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County
Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66
proposed rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Portland Coates
1537 12th Ave
San Francisco, CA 94122-3503
(415) 564-4609
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Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 
throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 
unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 
not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 
it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 
rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 
accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 
we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 
past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 
from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 
data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 
old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 
accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 
project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 
100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 
order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 
water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 
threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 
analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 
unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 
communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 
admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 
unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 
cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 
particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 
respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 
carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 
derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 
could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 
risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 
proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 
toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 
most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 
tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 
the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 
approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 
decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 
project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 
transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 
intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 
disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 
spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 
our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours, Larry Kelp
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Mr. Murry Wilson 
San Luis Obispo County Planning Department 

Dear San Luis Obispo decision-makers, 

I am writing to express deep concern about the proposed oil by rail project at 
the Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. The Phillips 66 project puts communities 
throughout California at risk. This project presents significant and 
unacceptable risks to our communities across California.

First and foremost, emergency responders are not prepared for these heavy, 
dangerous trains and current safety standards will not protect the public. The 
recirculated draft EIR dangerously misinforms first responders because it does 
not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster.

The draft EIR's analysis of potential accidents and spills is flawed because 
it only evaluates rail accident rates from 2003 to 2012 and spill release 
rates between 2005 and 2009, and omits important data about crude rail 
accident frequency and magnitude in 2013 and 2014. This is troubling because 
we know that more crude spilled from trains in 2013 than spilled during the 
past four decades. The EIR must look at recent data, including accident data 
from Canada which has also experienced increased crude by rail incidents. This 
data reflects the increased quantities of dangerous crude being transported in 
old and unsafe tank cars and will provide a more accurate assessment of 
accident risk and magnitude along the rail lines that would serve this 
project.

Moreover, the EIR's worst case scenario spill analysis estimates a spill of 
approximately 180,000 gallons, that's approximately six tank cars of crude. 
This must be an error because we know that most crude trains are comprised of 
100 or more tank cars. Indeed, a worst case scenario spill would be on the 
order of millions of gallons of crude. Such a spill could devastate our scarce 
water resources, property and our local economy, and would pose a significant 
threat to public health and safety. This project cannot be approved without 
analyzing and mitigating its true impacts.

Second, the toxic air emissions resulting from this problem pose an 
unacceptable risk to public health. The Phillips 66 project will create 
unacceptable levels of toxic air emissions that will impact my community. 
Volatile toxic chemicals leak out of tank cars into the air poisoning 
communities along rail routes. In its latest environmental review Phillips 66 
admits that its proposed oil train facility will create “significant and 
unavoidable” levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur dioxide and 
cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health risks -- 
particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart disease, 
respiratory disease, and premature death.

Third, the EIR must fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a spill 
near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa Maria refinery. 
The proposed rail route brings oil trains through the San Francisco Bay-Delta 
watershed and along California’s treasured central coast. Each oil train 
carries more than three million gallons of explosive, toxic crude oil. A 
derailment near a river, stream, reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer 
could contaminate drinking water for millions of Californians. During a time 



of extreme drought, SLO must not approve this project and create contamination 
risk for the rest of our state.

Fourth, the planning department must examine the Santa Maria and Rodeo 
proposals as a single project. it is clear that Phillips 66 wants to bring 
toxic Canadian tar sands to California. The proposed oil train terminal in 
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo, CA. 
Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow it to refine the 
most toxic crude oil on Earth: Canadian tar sands. Transporting and refining 
tar sands will create more toxic air and water pollution for families along 
the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San Luis Obispo cannot 
approve this project in isolation.

Fifth, Phillips 66 must disclose crude quality information in order for 
decision makers to fully understand the climate impacts of the proposed rail 
project. Tar sands means more carbon pollution: At every stage of the mining, 
transportation, and refining process, Canadian tar sands are more carbon 
intensive than any other source of oil. Bringing tar sands to California will 
undermine the state’s efforts to be a global leader addressing climate 
disruption.

For all the aforementioned reasons, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning 
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail 
spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks for 
our communities and our climate.

Respectfully yours,
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Nov 24, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am VERY concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery!!

The toxic air emissions resulting from these shipments would pose an
unacceptable risk to public health, including  of cancer, heart
disease, respiratory disease, and premature death (particularly for
children and the elderly).

It is also clear that communities and emergency responders along the
rail route are not prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains and
current safety standards are not adequate to protect the public.  They
are not prepared for an oil train disaster involving an oil train
carrying millions of gallons of explosive crude oil.

If there's a spill near a watershed it could contaminate drinking water
for millions of Californians. During a time of extreme drought, SLO
must not approve this project and create contamination risk for the
rest of our state.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery. San
Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.

For all the reasons above, I urge the San Luis Obispo County Planning
Commission and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed
rail spur. This project creates significant, unavoidable, and
unnecessary risks for our communities and our climate.

Sincerely,

Ms. Anne Kirkpatrick
578 Washington Blvd
# 140
Marina Del Rey, CA 90292-5442
(310) 398-8117
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Nov 23, 2014

Mr. Murry Wilson

Dear Mr. Wilson,

I am deeply concerned about the proposed crude-by-rail project at the
Phillips 66 Santa Maria Refinery. This project presents significant and
unacceptable risks to communities across California.

You would really take the risk of ruining yet more of California's
environment?  And, San Luis Obispo is one of the most beautiful
counties in California.  We need to tell Phillips 66--and all big Texas
oil companies--to stay in Texas.  Already, the Keystone XL spur that
ends in Port Arthur had to be shut down because the area began
experiencing earthquakes.  Texas oil knows better--they just don't
care.

Seriously, does it make any sense to allow "significant and
unavoidable" levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur
dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals?  And, because these trains would
be traveling through agricultural areas of our state, it raises the
risk that our arable lands will be polluted beyond saving.  California
is the primary supplier of agriculture in the country.  Would you
really subject our state to this potential--and probably
certain--deleterious effects to our state's environment?

You are not making this decision solely for San Luis Obispo County:
you are doing this for every country that the proposed train will pass
through.  And, you will cause irreparable damage to our state's natural
and agricultural environment.  It's been bad enough that beautiful
Monterey County is being polluted daily by the toxic waste bi-products
of fracking. Now, there's the potential of increased violation of our
state's environment--and its agriculture from the toxicity arising from
these oil trains.

I do not want oil trains running through my--or anyone
else's--community.  Send a message to the Phillips 66 executives their
Houston headquarters that they can find oil in Texas or they can get
their act together and create sustainable energy sources.  We don't
need their plans to produce dirty fuel that will be sold elsewhere and
take jobs out of California.  Worse still is that once these oil trains
finish polluting our state, Phillips 66 will leave your county
decimated and ugly.

Anyone with any sense would stop this.  The San Luis Obsipo Country
environment will be irreparably damaged and allowing this monstrosity
will not only damage your county, but every single country the train
crosses.  If you permit this in San Luis Obispo, you are giving other
counties no say as to whether they want this train to traverse their
communities.

Think about it:  the number of crude oil unit trains--and we don't know



how many counties through which this poison traverse--obviates their
say in whether they want those trains coming through.  I justifiably
concerned about the toxic air, land, and water emissions that will
result from these shipments.

In its latest environmental review, Phillips 66 even admitted that its
proposed oil train facility will create "significant and
unavoidable" levels of air pollution, including toxic sulfur
dioxide and cancer-causing chemicals. The report cites increased health
risks -- particularly for children and the elderly -- of cancer, heart
disease, respiratory disease, and premature death.

Putting this train through is unsafe.  We have no way to prevent
catastrophic environmental damage.  Even if Phillips 66 does try to
reassure the board members that they will closely monitor the train, I
would argue that we need to remember the Exxon Valdez, the Gulf Oil
Spill, and many other such catastrophes where communities were assured
that they had everything under control and spills would not occur.

Phillips 66 in no way can guarantee the safety of these trains.  They
have stated as much publicly.  That should concern each of you.
Communities and emergency responders along the rail route are not
prepared for these heavy, dangerous trains.  Their current safety
standards are not adequate to protect the public. The recirculated
draft EIR dangerously misinforms the public because it uses outdated
data and does not adequately assess the risks of an oil train disaster
involving an oil train carrying millions of gallons of explosive crude
oil.

The EIR must also fully analyze the potential worst-case scenario of a
spill near each of the many watersheds crossed en route to the Santa
Maria refinery, including the San Francisco Bay-Delta watershed and
California's central coast. A derailment near a river, stream,
reservoir, or above a groundwater aquifer could contaminate drinking
water for millions of Californians.

I cannot believe that any of you would want the legacy as a board
member bent on destroying the natural beauty of your county, the San
Francisco Bay, and the Central Coast.

These are predominantly agricultural communities through which this
train will pass.  During a time of extreme drought, SLO must not
approve this project and create contamination risk for the rest of our
state.  We don't need our state, the number one provider of agriculture
to this country, have its arable lands polluted.  Phillips 66's
proposal could well destroy much of our farmlands.  And, that's simply
unacceptable.

The climate impacts of Canadian tar sands crude must also be taken into
account. At every stage of the mining, transportation, and refining
process, tar sands are more carbon intensive than any other source of
oil. Bringing tar sands to California will undermine the state's
efforts to be a global leader addressing climate disruption.

Finally, I urge the planning department to examine the Santa Maria and
Rodeo proposals as a single project. The proposed oil train terminal in
Santa Maria is linked by pipeline to the Phillips 66 refinery in Rodeo,
CA. Phillips 66 is proposing to modify these facilities to allow them
to refine tar sands, thus creating more toxic air and water pollution
for families along the rail line and near the Santa Maria refinery.



San Luis Obispo cannot approve the Santa Maria project in isolation.
It affects not only our state, but the entire country because it will
cause irreparable damage to our farmlands.

I urge each of you on the San Luis Obispo County Planning Commission
and Board of Supervisors to reject the Phillips 66 proposed rail spur.
This project creates significant, unavoidable, and unnecessary risks
for our communities and our climate.

Each of you have a chance to send a message and set a precedent that
California will not tolerate our beautiful state be polluted by
outside, Big Texas Oil cartels.

Sincerely,

Ms. Beverly J. Goldrup
304 N Rossmore Ave Apt 41
Los Angeles, CA 90004-2462
(323) 450-9792
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